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Participants in the opening session, left to right: Dean
Bu.ndy, Professor Cooper, Bishop Gray, Mr. Enders, and
Professors Rostow and Brogan

MORNING

SESSION

Society zn the New World Ahead
OSTROM E DERS

OSTROM ENDERS

Distinguished speakers, guests, ladies and gentlemen Good Morning. And welcome to the first part of what we
expect \vill be a full and especially meaningful day here at
Trinity.
To begin these proceedings, we shall now have a short
invocation by the Right Reverend Walter H. Gray, Bishop
of The Episcopal Diocese of Connecticut.

It is perhaps something of a phenomenon to find this
Field House so well-attended at what is still an early hour
on a Saturday morning in spring. But, on the other hand,
the stated theme of this convocation is "The New World
Ahead: Interpretation and Prophecy," and one could
hardly ask for a more provocative or challenging subject at
any time or in any season.
It is my function, privilege and pleasure as General
Chairman of the Convocation to welcome you here on behalf of Trinity College and Trinity College Associates and
to open this first meeting. But before I tum this platform
over to the presiding officer, I want to tell you briefly about
this group called Trinity College Associates, because it is
unique and because you may not have heard very much
about us.
Trinity College Associates is a group of 19 industrial and
business firms in Connecticut formed to provide an avenue
of communication between the College and the commtmity, and to make the great resources of Trinity more available to the corporate interests of our area. Since this association was created five years ago, we feel we can point to a
number of distinct achievements. Business has gained from
the wisdom and insight available on this campus. The College has gained a better understanding of the business,

THE RT. REV. WALTER H . GRAY, D.D.
Almighty God, creator of heaven and earth, may we seek
in all things to be Thy servants in the creation of the new
world ahead. Grant us the insight to hold most dear the
vision of Thy kingdom Thou sayest to us by Thy son in the
Sermon on the Mount. Make us vigilant, diligent, and courageous in preserving liberty of mind and spirit that we
may transmit it unshorn to the generations following after
us. Give us the strength of will to enable us to face eagerly
the call for sacrifice that may come. Grant us that serenity
of spirit which is the result of devotion to honor, to duty,
and to Thee, that with steadfasb1ess of faith and singleness
of purpose, we may endure hardship as good soldiers of
Christ and win with Hin1 the victories which are eternal.
In His name we ask it. Anlen.
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indusb:ial and educational needs of the community in
which it lives. Specifically, we have initiated special lectures, we have established certain courses for employees of
the Associate companies, and we have added to and expanded the availability of the Trinity Library- in itself a
priceless community resource.
Today, with this convocation, we present further evidence of our joint efforts. We offer it to you proudly, we
are gratified by your evident interest, and we are most
appreciative of the participation on the part of our distinguished speakers. We hope you will find this day a memorable one.
At this point, I will introduce to you the man who will be
the Convocation's presiding officer. George Brinton Cooper
is Professor of History at Trinity, and has been with Trinity since 1941- with time out during World War II to serve
with Naval Intelligence and later as American Consul in
the London Embassy. His academic accomplishments are
numerous and impressive. In addition to his role at Trinity,
Professor Cooper is an active and respected member of the
community at large, having been recently elected to the
Hartford Board of Education. He brings to his difficult role
today an acute sense of history, past and in the making,
together with the practiced skills of diplomacy. The latter
may prove to be especially useful before the day is through.
It is now my pleasure to place this first session- on the subject of "Society in the ew World Ahead"- in the capable
guiding hands of Professor Cooper.

WALT WHITMA

ROSTOW

As we all know, prediction is a tricky business; and for
an historian it is likely to result not merely in error, but in
loss of professional status. I have led a sufficiently adventurous academic life so that, by itself, this latter consideration does not greatly deter me. But I am impressed by the
fundamental scientific difficulty with prophesy, which
comes to this: prediction is dangerous because the large
number of forces at work in historical circumstances permit many outcomes consistent with their existence. The
number of unknowns is always greater than the number of
equations. After the event history is always, in a sense,
inevitable; that is, we can find good reasons for explaining
why what happened was bound to happen. But before the
event, history is never inevitable, among other reasons because of the magical - and sometimes satanic - role of the
individual. Histmy appears tolerant of the individual if
he avoids the larger illusions of grandeur; and this generous dispensation both imparts to history its fascination
and sets a limit on its predictive possibilities.
I shall, therefore, conduct this exercise in prediction
at a reasonably modest level. I shall try to identify three
great forces at work which will, I believe, set the terms
within which we Americans must make our choices from
the present forward over the next several generations at
least. The future for Americans will depend on the contrapuntal interplay of these three forces and on what we do
or fail to do in response to them.
The three problems are these: the accelerated process
of modernization going forward in Asia, the Middle East,
Africa, and Latin America; the diffusion of military, economic, and political power; and the challenges at home
posed by our achievement of the levels of welfare we now
enjoy.
Before examining how they relate to each other and to
our future, I shall say something about each.

GEORGE BRI TON COOPER
On behalf of Trinity College, I welcome you to the first
session of the 1960 Convocation. We all look forward to a
day of rigorous discussion and argument. It is very fitting
that Trinity College, dedicated as it must be, to the definition and transmission of our cultural heritage, should bring
together thinkers and scholars who represent the best in
the Western tradition. They have come here today to turn
the searchlight of scrutiny on some of the problems which
face our society as it enters the sixth decade of this century.
They are all men who have gained eminence, not so much
because they have proposed brilliant answers to many of
our questions, but because they have been able to formulate uew questions as well. They are all men who have
transcended their particular academic specialties. I might
say they are "jacks-of-all-b·ades" and masters of many. In
the program this morning the speakers are listed in the
order of the alphabet. They will speak, however, in reverse
order.
Professor Walt Whitman Rostow has brought to the field
of economic history the advantage of a peneb·ating and
broad knowledge of universal history. His works on British
economy in the nineteenth century, on Soviet society, on
China, and on American foreign policy are classic works in
their fields. A graduate of Yale and of Oxford (where he
was a Rhodes scholar), Professor Rostow has served with
the Department of State and with the Economic Commission for Europe. Two years ago he lectured widely in Europe in London, Paris, Moscow and Geneva, Rome and
Warsaw, and attracted wide attention for what was called
his non-Communist manifesto. The British weekly, The
Economist, said of these lectures, and I quote, "They provide the most stimulating contribution to political and economic discussion made by any academic economist since
the War." His last book, The United States in The World
Arena, will be reviewed in tomorrow's New York Times.
I take great pleasure in presenting to you Professor
Rostow.

I
Our seers and statesmen have told us so often that the
"revolution of rising expectations" is the greatest phenomenon of our time that we are now, perhaps, somewhat
anesthetized. We all know that Asia, the Middle East,
Africa, and Latin America - embracing more than a billion
human beings within tl1e Free World - are in an active
state of modernization. We all know that the outcome of

WALT WHITMAN RosTow
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mind, the first occurrences that he witnesses; we
must hear the the first words which awaken the
sleering I>owe:s of thought, and stand by his
e~rhest efforts. if we would understand the prejudtees, the habits, and the passions which will rule
~s life. The entire man is, so to speak, to be seen
m the cradle of the child.
"The growth of nations presents something
analogous to this; they all bear some marks of
the~r o~igin. The circumstances that accompanied
their buth and conb·ibuted to their development
affected the whole teim of their being."

this process will radically alter the setting in which future
American generations will live. And yet, it is somewhat un~·eal, for our horizons are normally short, and what presses
m on us from day to day are the confusions conflicts and
di~culties in the underdeveloped areas, not' their acc~u
lating steps towards modernization. The prospect became
real to me, I know, only when I once calculated that when
my s~ven-year-old son comes to maturity, if he is granted
the life span of an average American, he will live in a
world where India and China, with at least two billion
souls between them, will command all the tricks of then
contemporary technology. Compound interest is enormously
powerful; and compound interest has taken hold in those
two vast nations.
India may stumble. The remarkable initial success in implanting democratic institutions in India - a success which
the Briti.sh share ~ith the Indians themselves - may fail,
?otably if economiC progress does not markedly accelerate
111 the next decade; but the commitment of the Indian
p~oJ?les to modernize their society is too deep to halt.
Srmilarly, we may see many changes in Communist China
over coming years and decades. In my view the initial dispositions made by the aging Communist veterans of the
Long March who still run China a quarter century after the
event may ~ot prove viable. But China will certainly grow
and modermze. The great historical watershed between the
uprooting of the traditional society and the beginning of
regular growth has been passed - a transition which took a
full century of trouble in the case of China and which
yielded the compulsive, inhumane regime which is now
installed in Peking.
Moreover, China and India are not alone. Momentum
has taken hold in the Philippines; perhaps on Taiwan·
certainly in Mexico, Argentine, Brazil, and Venezuela. Per~
haps, even, in Egypt.
In many areas, of com·se, there is stagnation or very slow
progress: _Indonesia, Pakistan, Burma, Ceylon, Iran, Iraq.
And despite the tremendous human and political turmoil
the road ahead in Mrica south of the desert will be long:
Nevertheless, pressures from within and from without
are inexorably pressing these peoples and nations to repeat, in one _way ?r another, some version of the experience
through whteh vutually the whole of the northern half of
the world has already passed: the experience of transforming their societies in such ways as to bring to bear all that
modern science and technology may offer.
Tho~e of us ~ho live in the northern half of the globe
stand 111 a position somewhat like that of the British in
I815; we know that in the century about to unfold the
technological monopoly we now hold will slip away, and
that all. the _values and attitudes and policies which are
rooted 111 this northern monopoly will have to be transformed, or given new expression in a new setting.
It is for this revolutionary transformation in world environment that we must prepare ourselves our children
'
'
our society and its public policy.
But, of course, we must do more than that. While modernization will certainly occur in these southern continents
the fmms modernization will take are not preordained:
We did not initiate the process of modernization. We cannot wholly determine the outcome. But what the United
States does or fails to do from the present forward will have
a significant marginal effect. And our effect on the history
of these new modern societies is likely to be greater in the
1960's and 1970's than in the generation beyond. We
s~ould rec.all that passage in Tocqueville near the beginnmg of his great essay on America where anticipating
Freud, he said:
'
" ... we must watch the infant in his mother's
arms; we must see the first images which the external world casts upon the dark mirror of his

For better or _worse -_and often for worse - the shape of
these n~w nations has, 111 many cases, already been partially
determu~ed. We cannot wholly undo their origins in a reaction agamst the humiliations - individual and collective that accompanied their period of colonial tutelage. But if
we cannot any longer affect "the circumstances that accompanied their birth," we can and we must "contribute
to their development" in the crucial years that lie immediately ahead.
The stakes.- for us. and fo! them - are clear enough. They
center on tlus question: will these new nations evolve in
forms which leave open the possibility of their developmen~ as mod~~n democratic societies; or will they, in these
crucial b·ansitional years, despair of the techniques of
democracy and accept totalitarian methods in the belief that only such methods can yield rapid modernization?
. The ~truggle could go either way. Given the inherent
difficulties. of _the transition under regimes of high rates
of populat;ion mcrease_and the lack of open frontiers; given
also the high expectations for rapid progress that are stimulated by the intensity of international communications· it
is apparent that, if_ progress does not become a palpahle
reality soon, a reality that every citizen can see and feel
aro~d him, some of the new nations may well accept commumst. or other totalitarian forms of organization in order
to achwve the unity, discipline, and high investment rates
that growth demands.
On the other hand, all of these non-Western cultures and one might add the cultures of China and Russia as well
- have deeply embedded within them values which set a
high premium on the worth of the individual and which react against the claims of an all-powerful state. All of these
cultures have the capacity within them, I believe to create
under the right circumstances, their own version; of democratic societies. More than that, the resistance to commonism a~d the commitment. to democratic aspiration goes
deeper m ma~y of these nations than we often credit, deeper
than the relatively low estate of democratic practice would
suggest. Finally, the technical problems of the transition
are by f!O means insoluble if the local governments and
lea?ership groups focus their minds on the job and if the
Umted St~tes and. the W~st pro':'ide them with adequate
and susta111ed assiStance m capital and technique. This
we have not yet done.
_Now we know enough about this set of problems to say
this much: The cause of democracy may well fail in the un~erdeveloped areas; but there is nothing in the modernization process and nothing in the situation as it now stands
in Asia, the Middle East, Africa, and Latin America that
makes such failure inevitable. That is as far as prediction
can go, for the possibility of choice still lies in the hands
of those who live in the free world, and in part the outcome depends on what we Americans do or fail to do.
II
Now l.et us consider the second projection which comes
to. 0e view that _we must a~c:ept as virtual certainty that
military, economic, and political power will be progressively diffused in the decades that are upon us. This dif-
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whole era ahead a very precarious character. If Russia is
not to be the base from which an endless struggle for
world power is mounted, if it is to accept its historic status
as one great nation among many, the case for a political
economy of austerity, for a single party rule, and for the
police state is weakened if not altogether removed.
Thus, for Americans the diffusion of power has implications not merely for our own position on the world scene;
not merely for our relations with the underdeveloped areas;
not merely for our relations with Western Europe where
our alliances must be resbuctured on the basis of a more
equal parb1ership; it goes to the heart of the dialogue and
negotiations we must endlessly pursue with the Russians.
And we must view theu· position not with anogance and
moralism, but with patient strength and a kind of historical compassion for the dilemma they confront, which only
they can solve.

fusion will result in part from the gathering of the momentum in the underdeveloped areas as they move into
modernization and expand their influence, military, political, and economic, in the world arena. But equally dramatic
is the emergence to full technological maturity of Russia
and parts of Eastern Europe. And above all, there is the
wholly unpredicted recapturing of momentum in Western
Europe and Japan which have entered in the past decade
into the kind of growth which characterized the United
States in the 1920's.
This is evidently not going to be a century which is
dominated in any unilateral way by the United States; nor
in my view is it going to be dominated by Russia or by any
other one nation. If the world doesn't blow itself up by
failing to discipline modern weapons o_f mass destruction,
this is a world which will be made up of many middling
powers.
The diffusion of power has been given a kind of premature reality due to the fact that the weapons of mass
destruction are not rationally usable so long as the nuclear
stalemate is maintained. The Soviet Union- in seeking to
expand its influence - and the United States in seeJ...ing to
maintain the truce lines that resulted from the Second
World War are, therefore, forced to deal with the world
from day to day not with military force but by means of
economic, diplomatic, and psychological instruments which
afford to even weak powers a remarkably substantial bargaining leverage. Tito began this game but many countries
-from China itself and its relations with the Soviet Union
through India and the Middle East- have learned, as it
were, without major industrial potential, and with no
serious military force, how to bring quite a lot of bargaining weight to bear against the major powers. A kind of
cosmic joke accompanied the creation of nuclear weapons;
for they definitively violated the proportionality between
industrial potential and usable military force. And so we
see the heads of state of the two great nuclea1· powers- two
ru·ed gentlemen in their late sixties - Hying around the
world trying to break or to mend fences, like a pair of
candidates in a global primary. To this homely process of
international politicking the existence of the Russian and
American nuclear arsenals back home are not wholly irrelevant; but they are very nearly so.
The reality of the diffusion of power, violating as it does
the powerful linage of the two nuclear giants, will be
difficult for us all to absorb. For Western Europe and
Japan it means that, while their old empires cannot be
re-established, roles of dignity and responsibility on the
world scene await them, if they are ready to play a part.
For the United States, it means that we must urgently
reorganize the Free World on the basis of more equal
partnership, setting aside the images and the habits and
the formulae that were built up in the latter days of the
Second World War and in the first creative surge of the
post-war, from 1947-1950, when we dominated the scene.
Our leadership is still desperately needed. The free world
is clearly incapable of pulling itself together and coping
with its agenda without American leadership; and it will
be needed as far ahead as one can peer. But it must be
leadership on new, more equal terms.
But the most profound effect - and the one most difficuJt to absorb - will be the effect of the diffusion of power
on Communist Russia. For the diffusion of power means
that the Russian vision of world empire cannot succeed.
To accept tllis fact openly and to act upon it will require
in time not merely a change in Communist rhetoric and
theology, not merely a change in the external policy of
Russia; it will also bring about, in time, revolutionary
change in the internal organization of Soviet society. The
need for those profound changes in the face of the diffusion of power is one of the things that will give to the

III
ow the tlurd projection, which takes the form of the
progressive readjustment of our domestic life to the wealth
and welfare and leisure which the United States has now
achieved and which will be increasmgly afforded to American citizens.
When I briefly visited the Soviet Union last year, I
teased my Soviet colleagues a little by saying that the
United States was, at the margin, already a communist
counb-y, and that this was so in the quite technical sense
that for many Americans - and for increasing numbers of
Americans - the problems of scarcity were no longer cenb·al to our life. We were actively at grips with the situation
which Marx had placed under the rubric of commmlism;
for in Marxist docb·ine, communism is that stage in a
society's development where the pursuit of economic advantage is no longer the dominating human motive in
society. It is the stage when, in Marx' romantic nineteenth
century view, scarcity would be lifted and man's better
nature would flower.
We can observe in American society in many dimensions
tills loss of primacy for the pursuit of material gain. It lies,
for example, behind the dramatic rise in tl1e American birth
rate. For whatever reasons, post-war Americans have chosen
larger families rather than the expansion of income along
the old paths. Our novelists systematically reflect tills shift
when they focus almost obsessively on the problem of the
individual in relation to bureaucratic forms of organization,
displaying ill their heroes a tendency to withdraw from the
pursuit of power and money to private areas of expression.
Phenomena as various as the rising sale of pocketbooks,
long-playing records, and motorboats reflect this stage as
well, perhaps, as the enormous increase in dog racing and
our acute problems of juvenile delinquency and mental
health.
While many Americans are still relatively poor and many
still have every reason to press upward for money, recogilition, and power; still, at the margin, we can observe some of
the choices that arise, then the expansion of real mcome in material terms - begins to lose its appeal, and where the
central issue becomes the quality of our society rather
tl1an its physical scale or its material level.
We already know enough about this stage in a society's
llistory to understand that it is more complicated than
Marx' benign conclusion to his historical sequence suggested. When the burdens of scarcity are lifted, men may
turn to the cultivation of inner human frontiers; but they
also can be bored or simply irritated with one another; and
the devil may make work for idle hands.
In the more immediate future -let us say for the 1960'sour problem transcends the question of the society's quality.
While for some substantial segments of society - not, incidentally, for women - the use of leisure is already a real
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problem, our society as a whole is not in a position to behave as if its economic problems no longer deserved attention. We are challenged not merely by the enormous
gap in social overhead capital, that is, in education, urban
reconsb·uction, construction of roads, etc.; not merely by
the requirements for providing for the expanding population we have willed; and we are also caught up in a world
where an extraordinarily expensive arms race is a reality;
where our international competitive position has weakened;
where increased resources are required for the underdeveloped areas. We already face, then, some of the choices and
problems of affluence; but we are not b·uly an affiuent
society. It is too soon for the four-day week and the threeday weekend.
We can now bring together the three dimensions of this
projection and pose the following question: can this society
of ours, brought out of its own dynamics towards a state
of bland comfort, increasingly concerned with the uses
and problems of leisure, turning inward to the private
world of enlarged families - can such a rich society enter
vicariously and effectively into the problems of the underdeveloped world, sharing the ardent adventures of modernization and helping marginally to shape its course; can
such a society deal effectively with a world of diffusing
power, understanding the changing potentialities and limitations of our power and infllJimce, helping make the transition from a world held in precarious stability by an arms
race to one where the instruments of force are brought
under effective international conb·ol; can we fashion new
creative relations with our increasingly confident and assertive allies in Western Europe and Japan, who are entering the age of the mass automobile as we, taking all
that for granted, probe at the problems and choices beyond;
can we, above all, mobilize the mixture of sb·ength, will,
and imagination to persuade Moscow by om deeds and
our words that the only realistic comse open to it is to

join with us, in this brief interval of our joint primacy, to
create a framework of military order within which power
will inevitably be diffused away from us both?
It is easy to be pessimistic. It is easy to take the view
that, in some sense, we have gone soft with wealth and comfort and leisu_re. But the vital roots of a society and a culture are much deeper than these stages of growth. I was a
student in Britain in the period 1936-38 and I recall vividly
the widely held view that this old society, having suffered
tenible war losses in 1914-18, having stagnated and experienced grave social conflicts between the wars, led by
men still hankering for a nineteenth century world that
would never return, men incapable of facing the brute
challenge of Hitler or even of Mussolini - that this old
society had gone over the hill of history. Yet Britain turned
and dealt with six years of war and a further half-decade
of acute austerity to find again the poise and momentum
and the continuity with its long past it now enjoys.
I do not believe that our society has lost its capacity
for effort and adventure; nor is our old sense of democratic
mission gone. What we require is a political leadership
that defines the tasks, asks of us what is required, including the taxes that are required, and opens the way for our
participation as citizens in these adventures of our time.
In the end, the United States remains - to itself and to the
world - the favored child of the Enlightenment, our nationhood still deeply linked to the faith and judgment that responsible free men can solve their problems. In the underdeveloped areas, in the Communist bloc, and even at home
this faith is directly challenged. It is the peculiar task of
this campaign year to churn up the issues; to define the
challenges; and to set us on courses of action in the 1960's
which would demonsb·ate - as our country has often demonsb·ated in the past - that the faith of the many peoples
who have suffused the adventure of American democracy
that this faith was not misplaced.

The Friday evening press reception: Hartford Times photographer Ted
Kosinski confers with reporter Richard Eckel before "shooting" group of
participants, who are, standing, Professor Northrop, Mr . Engley, Professor
Rostow; sitting, Bishop Lilie, Dean Bundy. Mr. Engley was Convocation's
Executive Director.
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most perceptive and imaginative speech reprinted last week
in the Saturday Review, about the small world, the world
in which atoms can be counted in tens rather than tens of
tens of millions, and in which an encyclopedia can be
placed upon the head of a pin and used. We begin to learn
something of the nature of life, and we stand even at the
edges of the question, in scientific terms, of the nature of
mind.
Now this is not only a wide and rapid explosion; it is
an explosion which proceeds at a constantly accelerating
rate. Robert Oppenheimer estimates that the fund of human
knowledge doubles, perhaps, in every fifteen years. In very
extraordinarily rapid areas of advance it happens even
faster than that. My impression, as a layman again, is that
computer technology is proceeding so fast that these calculating machines raise their powers by a factor of ten
every three or four years. It is not altogether clear whether
these machines are ten times brighter, or merely ten times
busier, as this rate expands, but there is power, nevertheless, as Mr. Rostow in economist's terms has said, in com-

GEORGE BRINTON COOPER
Thank you very much Professor Rostow.
Our next speaker is a rather prodigious young man. Mr.
McGeorge Bundy brings to the Convocation the benefits
of his wide experience as a student of foreign affairs and as
a spokesman for a liberal arts education. I first knew the
name of McGeorge Bundy when I was a graduate student
at Yale and when Mr. Bundy was one of the most prominent members of the senior class. I was particularly intrigued by the fact that his first name, "McGeorge," was
a very happy solution to the burden of bearing the name of
"George.' Since 1953 he has been Dean of the Faculty
of Arts and Sciences at Harvard. He is the co-author of
Henry Stimson's memoirs, and is the editor of a collection
of papers of Dean Acheson, former Secretary of State.
Mr. Bundy gave the Lowell Lectures in 1948 on "The
Conservative Tradition," and if my chronology serves me
correctly, that was eight years after his graduation from
Yale. Like Mr. Rostow, Dean Bundy has carried into the
active world of affairs the benefit of his reflections in the
Academy. It is with great pleasure that I present Dean
McGeorge Bundy of Harvard.
McGEORGE BU DY
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I ought to disillusion anyone who thinks there is an escape from the difficulties of bearing the name "George." By the time you
have passed through life as "George McBundy," "McGregor
Bundy," and on one memorable occasion, "McGlory
Bundy," you would be glad to be "George."
I want to talk about the connection between knowledge
and power in the next generation; really, I suppose, about
the relation of science and technology and political action.
But I use the wider framework, knowledge and power, in
part to cover up my own lack of qualification to talk about
the subject. I am not a scientist.
One of the difficulties of this topic is that so few people
have the right to talk across the connection between science
and politics. I do live among scientists, and working in a
university is, in a way, today, necessarily a way of finding
one's self between the world of what is known and coming
to be known, and the world of power and action. I should
be inclined myself to say that this problem of connection,
this shape of the meaning of the future, or element of it, is
at least as important as any other.
To put it another way, let me suggest that the explosion
of knowledge which is characteristic of the last fifty years,
and which will be clearly characteristic of the next fifty
years if the world goes on, is the most distinctive and
powerful single fact of our age. I am not one to underestimate the meaning and importance of the Soviet power,
the rising Chinese power, and the still more complex and
perhaps more searching questions which are posed by the
diffusion of power, as Mr. Rostow has been explaining,
but I think he would agree that underneath all of this
modernization, diffusion, and expansion of power is the
explosion of knowledge ..
It is important, I think, to understand how wide this is.
We see it almost too evidently in the expanding technology
of weapons, in the serenity with which men say that they
can now desh·oy the world several times over. We see it in
the remarkable developments of biology and chemistry outward into medicine and applications for public health.
We see it in the proliferation of new materials to do different things, and of new sources of power. We see it in the
way in which the world grows at once larger and smaller,
so that we can now begin to look with some degree of clarity
at the universe beyond the solar system just as we begin
to wonder, as Richard F eynman has been wondering in a

McGEORGE BUNDY

pound interest. I would say there is power in geometric
progression. It will make a difference if, over a twenty-year
period, the machines which we now have, wondrous as they
are - and important, I imagine, in the insurance capital
of the country in keeping things sh·aight- should be a
million times faster with a million times more memory, and
that much more of a challenge to the mind which must
still control the input.
So we are in the age of scientific, technological revolution, and the limits of that revolution are not easy to define.
There are, of course, and perhaps happily, certain inherent
limitations. Power, as such, to produce and to use does not
multiply overnight. Economic and social systems do not
change that fast. Some forms of knowledge are very stubborn. As we come to the edge, for example, of an understanding of the molecular process of heredity, one of the
remarkable forward steps of the last decade, we come
to see how very hard the next steps are going to be, or so
the molecular biologists tell me. As we come to the still
more complicated process of what happens in the mind ,
we knew how hard it is, and how very much harder it is
going to be to make the next steps.
Good old man, as a phenomenon , is stubborn. It takes
twenty-five years to grow a grown-up man, and we do not
yet engineer this process. We do not even like to think of
engineering it. It will certainly be a long time before we
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really remake man in some new image of himself. We are
not yet Divine. Still and all, it is fast enough, and as you
think in terms of the boundaries of learning as they were in
1860, the year of Darwin, or the year after Darwin, as they
were in 1900, in 1930, 1950, 1960, you have a tightening
spiral of speed in the process, and you have also an expanding uncertainty as to where it may go. I think, on the whole,
I would be one of those who think that it is wiser not to
suppose that any of the problems we have traditionally
regarded as outside the range of science will necessarily
stay there.
ow the center of my concern this morning, and what I
think relates really to the general topic of the morning's
discussion, is the relation of this explosion to political
power, to political purpose, and to the shape especially of
a free society. But let me make two comments first that
may help to shape this area of concern.
First, it seems to me quite fundamental that there is
no answer to this problem of the explosion of scientific
understanding, in rejecting it, or mistrusting it, or somehow believing that it ought not to happen. Very large
parts of the rather sterile debate which seems to come
up sporadically between scientists and humanists have,
at least in part, this flavor in which the non-scientist feels
that somehow the scientist is wrong. It is an old human
instinct that the man who tries to learn what is not known
is a dangerous man. So he is, but there is no escape from it.
There is no escape from it whether one thinks in terms
of survival of free societies, or in terms of the nature of man
or in terms of one's hope of what may be accomplished:
I think for myself that the most compelling of these is
the second, that this is the way that men are. Percy Bridgman, in a very remarkable article a year or so ago, made
this point. Talking about learning the way the mind works,
he said, "We have advanced to the point where we can
put our hand on the hem of the curtain that separates us
from an understanding of the nature of our minds. Is it
conceivable that, in timidity or in laziness, we should turn
back?" Surely not. These things are here. Their stress, their
speed will be someone's speed, and there is no getting
away from it.
The second marginal comment which, it seems to me,
is worth making is one I shall come back to at the end,
but it seems to me we might get it out. This revolution
implies many things, but most immediately it implies an
equally revolutionary modification in our sense of what
education is, because we must now do a number of
things which we did not have to do forty or fifty years ago.
First of all, we must keep up. That I think is relatively
plain. It means that men must be so educated that in their
productive and imaginative years they will be ready to
move ahead. But more than that, we must somehow learn
to conduct education so that people in each generation will
be contemporary to it, or at least nearly contemporary to
it. Our children do not face the world in which we find
ourselves any more than we face, much less than we face
a world like that in which our teachers lived. This awareness of the modification of the shape of knowledge is
more important almost than the knowledge itself, and education being a stubborn, conservative, indeed a deeply
conservative trade, will be slow, will always be too slow,
unless we are constantly aware of its need to be regularly
revolutionized.
But let me turn to the problem of politics. In its simplest
form it can be put this way: there is a real question, it seems
to me, whether in the next generation freedom and knowledge can stay friends. This is the standard assumption , you
know, that the free society and widely diffused and advanced education go hand in hand, that the great advances
of science are possible only in an atmosphere of freedom,
that somehow there is a beneficent, mutually reinforcing

relation between knowledge and freedom. But is it clear
that this is so?
Look, for example, at the advantages which the authoritarian society does have in these matters. One, and a simple
one, is simply the advantage of maintaining its control. A
small group of men in charge of a large society have at their
disposal today means of control, technological and also
psychological, which were not readily available a hundred
years ago. This is not really the most important part of the
matter. It is still more significant that the interlocking of
power and controlled science can have great strength.
It is not simply that the Soviet Union trains very many
more engineers than we do. One can get arguments as to
whether these engineers are really very well trained,
whether in the high sense most of them can be called engineers at all. What is almost more significant is that this
Soviet society can engineer the allocation of engineers, and
even scientifically assign the basic scientists. Where this
centralized, rigorously controlled society has chosen to
throw its effort in basic science and in technology, its results
have been extraordinary. There is reason to wonder whether
societies less closely organized can make full use of this
new weapon of power.
To put it another way, it is a relatively new but extremely potent form of capital investment. If you decide
that you wish to reach the moon, and if you make the appropriate investment, you can do it a lot faster than the
natural process of inquiry or any accidental allocation of
resources would lead you to suppose.
The same thing may be true in many other areas. I
believe it is. I believe, indeed, that measured as a form of
capital investment, the application of basic science, basic
research, and then of applied science, and finally of technology, and a systematic use of this way of thinking and
acting, is much more J>Otent than the allocation of resources
as we have traditionally conceived it, as much more potent
than this traditional method, as that method itself is more
potent than the process of subsistence from generation to
generation which preceded the age of economic "take-off."
It may then be that we are at the edge of a time in which
authoritarian societies, controlling and using this new investment, the human mind, will be able to produce revolutions in power and in growth as remarkable to us as our
own revolution, the industrial and technological revolution of the last one hundred and fifty years, is remarkable
today to the people who inhabit the world of rising expectations. To me this hazardous possibility- that centralized
control of technology and of science behind it may lead to
a new order of growth, of power, and of change in the
hands of people with a high degree of political purpose and
centralized and ruthless control - to me, this possibility
seems to be the real danger in the growth of Soviet and
Chinese power.
Turning the question around, we may ask, what of the
societies which mean to be free? For it is no answer to our
people, or to our destiny as a nation, to suppose that we can
imitate this potential application by ruthless control of
science and technology. There are two sides of looking at
the question. One is to count the hazards, the dangers, or
the weaknesses which we have, and the other is to consider
its hopes.
Let me take its dangers first. It is not easy at all to see
how our own society can undertake any parallel mobilization and direction of long-range scientific effort without a
sharp turn away from what we have traditionally conceived
of as essential elements in a free society. It is very difficult,
for example, to see how a society like ours is to make rational democratic judgments on many of these questions.
This is a familiar problem, none of us is always an expert.
But it takes on a new dimension, surely, when we have to
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give up any real expectation of understanding the nature
of whole systems of weapons .
If we take, for example, the urgent contemporary question of the proper political posture of the nation with respect to tests of atomic weapons, it seems to me that the
more one knows about it, the less it is likely that one can
put one's faith in a nakedly democratic decision on this
point. The matter has to be entrusted, and entrusted
through a num her of levels of b·ust, to political men who
themselves must make an act of b·ust in technical men. This
process is neither easy nor entirely comfortable to think
about. Yet in weapons technology we have the b·adition that
military matters, in very large measure, have been beyond
direct democratic conb·ol. Perhaps the question takes a still
sharper shape when it appears in other areas. What happens if we have to make a similar act of abandonment in the
control and use of the atmosphere in, for example, decisions
about the weather, in the use of the oceans for food or for
the disposal of dangerous wastes, or for the quality of our
civilization as a place in which a man can still be alone and
face danger? What happens when the land itself becomes
necessarily the object of conb·ol and use by the rational
mind for purposes for which only a limited number of rational minds can clearly understand? So, as we think of
what technology may me.'ln to men who wish to be free in
an active and not merely a passive sense, there is reason
for fear.
Yet before we b·y to deal with these dangers, even briefly,
let me sketch the hopes, for the terrors of the managed
technological society are surely matched by its hopes and
offering of opportunity. If we think of this instrument as one
of long-term, high-powered investment, we are entitled, I

think, to count not simply its military meaning but its civil
hope.
Properly used, the instruments of this and coming decades will help us in all sorts of ways of which we have only
begun to glimpse the meaning. Most of our investment in
the application of science in this country today is conditioned in two broad areas, arising out of our concern with
defense on the one hand, and health on the other. What we
have done in these areas without, so far, an essential destruction of our freedoms is surely remm·kable.
What would happen if a similar effort of applied intelligence were made in the field of b·ansportation which is one
field in which organized chaos and dominance of the aclvertiso:ing mind have prevented the use of reason in recent
years? What would happen if we began to think as well in
modern terms about food and nourishment as we used to in
the clays of m1 earlier technology?
In the largest sense we have not begun to apply our
science, om best organized minds of inquiry, to h·ansportation, to the feeding of the world, to the planning of resomces, to this remarkable problem of learning about leaming (whether one takes this last one, learni ng about learning,
at the level of its application, which is education, or at tile
level of scientific inquiry - of what is a mind , and how does
it work ).
I do not mean that individuals are not thinking abou t
tllese things. I mean that if you compare levels of investment of men and facilities , what we have so far done in
these and in oilier areas is the smallest fraction of what we
do routinely in the areas of defense and physical healtll. I
think it is plain that this opportunity and this hope is real.
I think it poses obvious questions for a society organized
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as ours is in the hypothesis that, beyond a very limited
sphere which is the public sector, these things will take
care of themselves . The hope is here. The challenge is one
of organization and management so that the premises of its
limited power and of plural diffusion on which our society has been based , can somehow be connected to the
organized use of what we know and have it in us to know,
in such a way as to attack these problems, and not merely
say to one another, "There they are."
ow here, it seems to me, there is a special kind of hope
which we can have for the free society. In these relatively
unexplored areas om problem is not simply to mobilize
technology or to apply what is known. Our problem is not
even to send task forces to attack known unknowns. Om
problem is to be steadily alert to the fact that we do not
even know yet what we want to know. It is here at the real
edge of inquiry, in the identification of the unrecognized
question, in the attack which does not have an authoritarian direction behind it, that we have as a society a great
natural advantage. We have built up a tradition of the
practice of free inquiry, politically and technically, as individuals who are and are not scientists, which can be of the
greatest value to us, as against societies in which, by their
natures, the pressures of the power of the state press against
this kind of freedom of thought.
Our problem is to maintain the freedom of the inquiry
of individuals in all sorts of places while connecting it naturally, and without consb·aint, to the organized attack by
society itself upon large problems for which the means are
there if we only organize the search. ow this has in it
elements of paradox, elements of self-conb·adiction, and yet
I do not think in this age of complementarity in all sorts of
spheres of science, we should be disturbed by that. We
have a challenge of connecting social purpose with the individual. What I think we cmmot do is to assume any longer
that this is natural, self-sustaining, somehow independent
of what we do as a political society.
I do not think anyone can predict with any certainty,
and certainly I would not by, whether a society which puts
the maintenance of its own plurality, of its own concern
for individuals ahead of what it might gain by smrendering,
whether such a society is, in fact, likely to be able to sustain
itself in the future. The odds are, smely, sufficiently good
so that we ought not yet to give up, and it is in this context
of an acceptance of our given political purposes and a
recognition of the nature of om technological futme that I
would venture to suggest, in closing, a few of the things we
might do as a people and a polity in responding to the Wlknown but rapidly developing wonder of the technological
age.
All of these suggestions, all of the elements in this modern agenda turn upon the process of making and sustaining
connections, working connections between science and political power in the context of a democratic process. We
have operating in Washington today a small organization
called the President's Science Advisory Committee. This is
a place in which the highest political authority in the counby has accessible to him a quite remarkable, if small, pool
of the very best scientific minds in the counby. These scientific minds were chosen not simply because of their character as double-domed laboratory types, but because tl1e men
on this committee, by and large, have tended to combine a
high awareness of the natme of modern science in one or
more of its special fields with a responsible sense of what
science and public pmpose can do for each other.
This beginning, which is ah·eady more mature than what
we had on an ad hoc basis dming the Second War, and
entirely different in character from anything we had before
that time, deserves, it seems to me, to be multiplied in many
ways. We need more and more varied science advisory
committees. We need a much multiplied pool of men whose

technological understanding is matched by an awareness of
its place in society as a whole. These wise men are alarmingly few, and they are badly needed, not just for decisions
about missiles or about space, but across the much wider
range of activity which I have ventured to suggest.
In a larger sense, we need to intensify our adult education,
- I know, of comse, that we need to intensify and, I have
suggested, revolutionize education for the young as well,
but we have not very much time, and this is not a problem
which can be left to those who are now ten or twelve or
fourteen. All of us need to accept, and not simply to accept,
but to walk toward the fact that we live in a technological
world, and a world in which we cannot shut the box of
widening knowledge.
We need, and I think this is perhaps a way of dramatizing my first two points, to choose some things to do as a
society beyond the immediate questions of the survival of
a military organization, or the survival, physically, of the
individual. I think that as a society we need to attack and to
make targets for this kind of investment over a very wide
area - such problems as that of economic, agricultural, and
indusb·ial development. This is, incidentally, an illustration
of the way that science is not merely physical science; for
we do, or the economists do (if I may say this for Mr. Rostow and his colleagues) know more now til an they did about
how you understand tile sb·uctme of economic growtll. It is
time now for us as a society, having come so much furtller
tl1an others, to make this an object of investment, not in tile
crude sense of appropriations shipped abroad, but in the
much more subtle, and, I think, much more powerful sense
of scientific investment, in that we seek with a real deployment of men and resources to understand what it is in both
tlleory and in application.
We should do this, I believe, with the oceans. I think
that the waters of the world have so much in them tllat we
do not know. Oceanography as a topic, - and here I borrow
from others who have said this earlier, as I do tllroughout
in what I am saying as a layman - oceanography deserves .
this kind of national attack, not simply because we need to
know where Polaris missiles can be safely stationed, but
because we need to know for the whole of our future what
the waters are like upon which the land is set.
And tllen I would pick as a third area, and here you will
see my professional bias, education. We need to study
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learning in its highest reaches of scientific inquiry and in
its most practical application at the school. We need as a
society to invest. We need as a public matter to make this
our business.
Finally, as we begin to do these things, or others like
them, we need, I think, to remember that this whole outpouring of learning, this whole expedition into the unknown
is really started by men. It is not something alien to man and
his purpose. It is a part of him, a part of his purpose, and it
is a matter of logic, and not simply an act of hope, that this
widening field of what is not known, this chain of doubling
and re-doubling of quantities of knowledge, this qualitative
change of living in a world which moves so fast this way
that all of these things come out of man and what he is, and
therefore are not alien to him or his vision of a free society.
GEORGE BRINTON COOPER
Thank you very much Dean Bundy.
The last speaker this morning, Professor Denis W. Brogan of Cambridge University, is one of those men who defies
any attempt to place him in a category. Brogan on French
politics, Brogan on America, and numerous other works are
standard books in every literate man's library, and this
month which marks the centennial of Fort Sumter, Mr.
Brogan has given to Americans a new and penetrating reappraisal of our Civil War in the current issue of Harper's
magazine. He invites controversy on this, by the way. If
you have read the article, you will recall that at the beginning he said that he would come to America in the spring
for the first shot at Fort Brogan. I understand that as a boy
D. W. Brogan, born in Scotland, by the way, began reading
American newspapers at the age of eight, and this started
an interest in American affairs which has made Mr. Brogan
the foremost foreign expert on the American scene. His
knowledge and feeling for the nuances of both American
and French life is an extraordinary tribute to his prodigious
reading and his great understanding. I take great pleasure
in presenting Denis W. Brogan of Cambridge University.
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lished a book on economics, on international investment, exactly in Professor Rostow's field. Then a senior professor
of political economy was asked what he thought of it. He
said, "It hasn't changed my economic views in the least, it
has merely destroyed my faith in astronomical physics."
evertheless, these are the two great forces of our time,
the accelerating political problem, and the technological
explosion, and the two, of course, are closely linked.
ow the United States of America, necessarily the leader
of the free world, as Professor Rostow pointed out, suffers
from disadvantages in facing both of these problems, disadvantages arising out of what has been up to now an extremely successful history. The United States is one of the
great success stories of history, and it has grown to this
immense sb·ength and power and imposing position of
leadership under institutions designed in the eighteenth
centmy, and which served, with one great failure of the
Civil War, admirably until quite recent times.
It is quite natural that the American people, living under
these institutions, flourishing under them with a whole compass of ideas and sentiments, prejudices, superstitions, if
you like, associated with them, should be reluctant to consider (a) whether these institutions are adequate for the
United States and (b) whether they are exportable.
I want to make one or two suggestions: first, that they are
adequate, but may cease to be so and will cease to be so
unless some adjustments in attitude rather than in formal
law are made, and, secondly, that it is unlikely that in their
present form they are exportable except to a comparatively
small part of the world. Now this is a truth that is very hard
to accept. It is a hard saying. The Americans have been
right in saying with the Romans sic fortis Etruria crevit, so
the United States grew great.
Contemplating the world in 1914, it was not foolish in
Woodrow Wilson's case, for example, - it was quite sensible - to expect the rapid extension of what we call free
institutions of the American or British type all over the
world. An historical movement seemed to be that way. I
am a believer not only in historical movement, but in historical accident, and in a sense I believe the Bolshevik
revolution was an accident, although the Russian revolution
was not. A slightly different tmn of events, the cessation of
the war in 1917, and it really did cease in 1917, would
have given Lenin no opportunity, and he would have died
in exile as he feared in 1914 that he would do.
This is an element of accident, and we must remember
that in Communist power, there is this element of accident
of origin. We must not assume, as the Communists assume,
that history gave us Communist rule in Russia inevitably,
without any possibility of failure on one side, or resistance

DE IS WILLIAM BROGAN
I suffer under two disabilities coming after Professor
Rostow and Dean Bundy. The first is that my contribution is
much less epic than theirs. It will be devoted to a narrower
field of professional speculation. The second is that I am
not an American, and a great part of my remarks will be
devoted again to criticizing certain American attitudes and
certain policies that How from these attitudes.
I agree with everything that the two previous speakers
have said. I am struck both by the size of our problem and
by the speed of our problem. When I came here this morning I was told that the Prime Minister of South Africa had
been shot. I had not heard that, and it was not known then
whether he was alive or dead. This is a very dramatic sign
of the acceleration with which the whole world is faced,
and for which our political institutions, all political institutions, I think, are ill-adapted in the present day.
Secondly, I am very conscious of the difficulties presented by the technological revolution to which Dean
Bundy referred and expounded so admirably. We are in
the dark. Even the great scientists are in the dark about
their colleagues. The non-scientists are in the dark about
everything. This, of course, produces clashes in universities.
I live in Cambridge, England, surrounded by scientists, and
I know some of the clashes among themselves and between
them and the rest of us which mark university life. The
battle, a great one, an important one, is not entirely or always a victory for the scientists. I can remember a recent
case of a very distinguished astronomer, indeed, who pub-
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old Bolshevik leaders, probably convinced authoritarian
idealogues, to use Napoleon's contemptuous phrase.
I should like to suggest that this is what we ought to keep
our eyes on in China too, because what the world is looking
at is not so much a competition in economic methods. The
economic me.thods of large scale production are very much
alike in all countries, and Professor Rostow was quite right
in saying that in some ways the United States is a more
communist society than Russia is. What is different is this
control of the whole state by a handful of people using a
small minority party as the instrument of power. It seems
quite easy to us, quite natural to us, to regard with horror
and to some extent with contempt, the submission of a
thousand millionjeople to rule of this type. All our Western instincts an all our Western educated biases are
against it, but we must remember that there is no real reason to believe that the outside world, the millions, the tens
of millions, the hundreds of millions uncommitted, the parts
of Asia which are not under Communist rule, the whole of
Latin America, India, Africa, you must not assume that we
are on a seller's market now as we were in 1914, or that
these countries will necessarily turn to us for leadership,
and will necessarily be on our side when the chips are down,
if they ever are down. I used not to believe this myself.
I was optimistic even as late as 1945 about the automatically expanding powers of the free society. Today, fifteen years later, I am both wiser and sadder. I don't think
we are automatically going to win the cold war. I think it
is going to continue, and I don't think we are automatically
going to export all, or perhaps even most of our political
and social institutions to the new world which, to use the
brilliant Rostow metaphor, is now in a state of "take-off."
Why is this so? We underestimate- and here the historian has something to contribute - we underestimate the

on the other. We must, therefore, not only accept this element of accident, but the fact and kind of accident that occmTed, and why the United States is not only faced with
these great technical problems, but a much narrower, very
important political problem. If the progress of 1914 had
gone on, the technological world would be about as advanced as it is today, Russia might be just as advanced a
scientific society as it is today, because Russian economic
"take-off," (I dare not to use the word because Professor
Rostow is present) because the preliminaries to the "takeoff" were well under way before the Russian revolution.
However, because of the success in taking over one of the
great land masses of the world, the easy promise of inevitable victory for our democratic way of life has proved
false or, at any rate, highly misleading.
The next thing to notice, and it is a very important thing
to notice, is that the special character of Russian society is
not economic, but political. The special character of the
Bolshevik revolution was not that a body of people impregnated with Marxian doctrine took over society, took
over the state and remolded it according to the recipes of
Karl Marx. It is how it was done. The recipes of Karl Marx
for future society, as anyone knows who has tried to read
him, are very meager. Where he predicts anything, he predicts not very plausible idealistic Utopian solutions. Lenin
is even worse. There can be few less prophetic works than
State and Revolution which he published in the year 1922
when he took power.
The great Bolshevik find, the great Bolshevik device, was
the one monolithic authoritarian absolutist party. What we
are mostly concerned about in Russia today is not the fact
that Russia is a great technological power, but that that
technological power is wielded, as both of our speakers have
reminded us, by small, dedicated, and in this generation of
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degree to which the success of British institutions, of American institutions, is due to strict, formal, political doctrines,
and to sticking to formal political writing, to laws, to constitutions, to amendments. The seamless web of custom,
of practice, of bias, of the mores, the folkways, has an
historical origin which makes it easy to think this way, to
act this way, in Western Europe and in North America,
which makes it easy to forget that it is not the only way
effectively of doing things, and to forget what is most serious, that the countries to which we export the institutions
have, in many cases, none of the assets, historical or psychological, or cultural, which we have which make our
institutions work, although, of course, it is a reciprocal
effect and institutions alter very much, and on the whole for
the better, the way our society works in general.
The first counsel I would like to give to Americans in
their role as leaders of the free world, a role which must be
theirs, as Professor Rostow has pointed out, is to acquire the
very un-American virtue of patience. One of the most acute
of American political philosophers, the late Mr. Dooley,
said that "Americans are short-distance crusaders." I believe that there is some h·uth in this, and I believe there is
some important relevant information to be got from the
fact that, as far as I know, no American has ever won a race
at the Olympic games of half a mile or over.
The United States in the next generation, when the
people of ten and twelve that Dr. Bundy was talking about
are adults, will have to learn to run the five-mile, or even
the marathon, and that will be hard. It will be still harder
if they run heavily encumbered in their outer aspects, when
they go abroad, either spiritually or physically, if encumbered by a number of pre-conceptions about what they
can expect and should expect from the nations they want
to help and want to lead. To have the policy effective, they
must want to help more than they want to lead. In fact,
they must want to lead only in order to be able to help. I
think the American generosity of temper is such that they
will, in fact, find that attitude easy to develop. In fact,
they have it already.
What you will find harder to develop is patience. Take,
for example, the new rising African states. In all of them,
whether they inherited English h·aditions of political libetty, or French, in all of them the tendency towards a oneparty state is visible. It is not only in Guinea, it is not only
in Ghana; it is likely, or at any rate is a present danger, in
all of the new states of all former British and French empires.
I see no reason to doubt that it is the same kind of problem that is going to arise rapidly in the Belgian Congo if
it remains united, and if it doesn't remain united, you have
one party of states broken out of the great imperial complex.
Now this is unfortunate, and may be disash·ous, but we must
be content with the fact that perhaps to all these people
a central authoritarian, doctrinally united party, -I don't
say Communist party, but a Nationalist party, such as Dr.
krumah's party in Ghana- may be a necessity with which
we have to deal. You have to remember, for example, that in
these cases we are dealing with people, many of whom
fifty years ago in their societies did not know the wheel, in
none of which was there a written vernacular literature
until ten or twenty years ago, and in which all the operative
ideas that they used for their "take-off" into modern society
came to them from their imperial conquerors, in English
or in French.
It is no use preaching simply the merits of free enterprise, the merits of the American constitution, the role
of the Supreme Court, the merits of county government
in Connecticut, or other political panaceas to that kind of
people who are politically almost as primitive now as they
were in 1900, although they not only now have the wheel,

but have airlines, and many of them have now the beginnings of an elite class h·ained in all the aspects of Western
civilization, including nuclear physics. That is the first
counsel I think the American people must give itself.
Many of these people will fall, will run before they can
walk, will fall and stumble and will behave in bad and intolerable ways, but the bad ways will have to be put up
with, and intolerable rudeness, ingratitude, and folly submitted to. That is the first thing I should like to say, and
this applies, of comse, in part to India. Anyone can go to
India and give a recipe for what India needs - kill all the
cows, kill all the monkeys, break all the taboos, abolish the
caste system - in fact, turn the Indians into Connecticut
Yankees, and every time I hear programs of that kind advanced, and they are advanced, I reflect on the great remarks of Sir Thomas More, "This will not come until the
world be made perfect, and that will not be this long while."
I may hasten to say that many Americans know very
much better. For example, Mr. Chester Bowles, with whom
I spent a great part of Monday, has much more acute ideas
of what we can do for these societies than that.
There are a great many people in the United States, it
seems to me, who are just as confident that they know what
is good for people and that they can be rapidly remolded,
molded into good Connecticut Yartkees, as Macaulay was
in India a hundred years ago, and nobody could be more
confident than that. That is to say that the Americans arenow making some of the mistakes made by the British a
hundred years ago, and this is unfortunate but is not totally
unfortunate.
The India that now has a chance of developing in a new
society in a free government owes that chance to the good
sides of British rule. evertheless, with the speed of events
today, the American people will have to be content with a
great deal less than success, will have to be content with
imitations of the American way, with bad imitations, and,
what will be still worse, with societies which are not only
not imitating the American way, but openly scorning it.
Now it is a basic psychological attitude which Congress
must acquire, which the White House must acquire, which
the Pentagon must acquire.
This will require also another difficult thing, a careful
assessment of where American aid can work. It can't work
everywhere. There are various reasons for that, - geographical reasons and financial reasons. The United States
cant spend all its capital abroad. It can't spend the same
amount of capital everywhere, and, therefore, certain areas
will have to be left, if you like, to be penetrated by the
Communist bloc because the United States can do nothing
about it. Another thing which you must accept is that some
of these areas which are not under Communist rule cannot
be defended in the present conditions by military means.
A great deal of American foreign aid, I think, has been
wasted in propping up, or in creating necessarily inefficient
armies in countries which need good wells and good seed
much more.
I argued this point two years ago in Washington with a
number of American officials, and one very important Canadian official, and I used Laos as an example. I said I could
not imagine the Laotian armies of any value to anybody,
and if Laos needed help, as perhaps it did, it ought to get
it on strict economic terms. I had not, I must say, allowed
for American ingenuity, but, thanks to the public spirit of
one of the administrators of the program, a great deal of the
money never got nearer Laos than Mhuni Beach. This was,
of course, an example of moral tmpitude on the part of the
administrator, but I wasn't really convinced that he had not
done a great public service by saving the Laotians from
getting some more Sherman tanks.
But the second limitation is that American power cannot
be applied equally in depth everywhere, choices will have
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to be made, which means that areas will have to be let, if
you like, "slide." This will produce indignation from Time
magazine, but I am afraid we shall have to put up with that.
Tow, I want to turn, because time is maTching on, to use
that old slogan, to some internal problems of the American
way of life. It is not only American power which is admired
abroad. It is American abundance. It is still a good deal of
the American way of life. This is, of course, very b.ue in
Emope, which for !'easons of time I cannot develop mainly the great immigrant u·adition of the "Uncle from
America," as they say in Getmany. Even in Asia and Africa
there are aspects of American life which are very much admired and coveted. The Americans, as I say, are partly on a
seller's market, and a keenly competitive mal'ket, but they
have some extremely valuable traditions, and extremely
valuable outside attitudes towards them to utilize. There
are, however, a number of things upon which the United
States can no longer rely, the first being the automatic acceptance of an inevitable victory of what we call the demo-

Another is, and this is a human weakness with which I
want to end, nevertheless a real weakness, namely, that
American political institutions were carefully designed by
the founders to prevent unified rapid action. There was a
real balance of power, a real division of authmity. It was
intended to be so. The Constitution has worked much more
harmonious!y, and in a much more unified fashion than the
framers, I think, intended or expected, or at least some of
them intended or expected.
Nevertheless, the powers of built-in inertia in the American system are very great. It seems to me - I must be brief
and dogmatic here - it seems to me that in the American
system not everything that accentuates and accelerates
Presidential power is good, but everything that increases
the mere braking power, the negative power of Congress, is
dangerous . Congress has a great deal to do, some of which
it does much better than the cynical citizen believes, but
again, there are many things, and this is one of Dr. Bundy's
points, in which the executive must decide. Only the execu-

Participants were luncheon guests of fraternities. Here Dean Bundy
listens intently to remarks of Pi Kappa Alpha member.

cratic way of life. Another is the automatic acceptance of
certain defects, inhibitions, impediments in American life
inside America. There is a most notable one, the one upon
which it would be exb.·emely uncandid not to insist as
damaging to American prestige abroad, and the American
possibility of leading as the senior friendly partner this terrific explosion, the rush of the whole world into the new
technological society. The chief blot, of course, as seen
from the outside is race relations in America, and it will be
quite impossible for the most ingenious Secretary of State
of the new adminisu·ation, whoever he may be, through the
most ingenious propaganda, to explain to people outside
the United States why it is necessary for colored people to
stand at a Woolworth counter when white people sit. If
any good explanation can be given me, I will use it when
I go home. That is a serious matter which I want to call
to your attention. It doesn't compare for a moment in intensity with the horrors of South Africa, but it is one of the
problems.

tive has the information about our weapons, only the executive has the real idea of the dangers, only the executive
the real idea of the possibilities.
This is the reason for taking care in the election of a
President. It is not a reason for putting the Presidency into
commission. It is not a reason for hampering the President
where his decision must be final, and must in many cases
be rapid, and yet common language, common verbiage, talk
of state's rights when it is inelevant, talk of town's rights,
talk of the rights of the Senate, talk of the right to £libuster,
the sovereign way of life - all of these things are harmless
in many cases, some of them have been harmless for a long
time. At the present moment some of them are sources of
potential danger when we take into consideration the speed
with which things are moving. I ::.m shaken by the news
from South Africa this morning - it is just a symptom, and
it is a very dangerous one.
In the next four years any new adminisu·ation will be
faced again and again with decisions which must be made
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dangerous rapidity. She can expect to be regarded in that
contest in terms not only of her past, but of her present and
future promise and the degree to which American society,
seen from the outside, looks attractive and looks possible.
An American policy looks generous, is manifested in
intelligent generosity, or if you like, in enlightened selfwisdom, and enlightened self-interest, a quality in which
the world is very deficient, I regret to say. This American
policy has very great chances of success in saving a great
part of the world from the Communist empire, and, perhaps
over a period of time, of even having some exemplary value
inside the Communist empire. I agree with Dr. Rostow that
the chances of an evolution of that type in the Soviet Union
- I know nothing of China - are not to be despised.
What the Americans have to do now is to hold fast to
that which is good, and that, basically, is the spirit of
American institutions, the denial of the infallibility of government, not of the authority of government, the willing
obedience of the citizen who is skeptical about the virtues
of his rulers, but not skeptical about his duty to obey them
if they are the really constituted rulers of his country.
The last and most dangerous illusion of the American
people would be to use the Constitution, to use the great
Constitutional text, the Federalist, the great Constitutional
decisions of the Supreme Court, even the great expressions
of democratic faith like the Second Inaugural and the
Gettysburg Address, to use these in a Talmudic fashion,
looking for exact phrases and applying them to new situations. Nothing, I am sure, would have surprised or shocked
Madison, or Hamilton, or Jefferson more than to think that
people today would still be quoting them, their exact words,
applying them to situations which none of these great men
foresaw, but which we may be sme today they would
assess and propose to deal with in a very different spirit
from that which rightly animated them in 1789.

at once to have any meaning, and this cannot simply be
denounced as Presidential usurpation. It is the necessity of
the times that whatever has to be done has to be done
quickly, and only one man, or group of men, the executive,
can do it.
And yet, the traditions of the American political system
are against such a concentration except in an emergency
and wartime, and there are many good traditional reasons
for being suspicious of every executive claim to powers not
rigourously laid down in the Constitution or the statute law.
The outside world, looking at America, will not understand
excessive delay or hesitation, or divided authority. Perhaps
they should, but they won't. They will understand the use,
generously and boldly, of American economic power, of
American military power, to extend and protect, to expand
and protect and defend, and will be tolerant of a great
many defects in the application of the policy if the policy
seems to be directed in the right direction and vigorously
and competently pursued in general.
I think I will end on a slightly more comforting note,
namely, that American institutions are in fact, still being
copied. The presidential system as against the parliamentary system is probably gaining ground. You can see it in
France. You can see it in the African nations. You can see it
in the Islamic countries where it was destroyed for a very
feeble form of parliamentary government, and the American Presidency will be, or could be, the great exemplar of a
central, effective, far-seeing, prudent and courageous
method of government, as contrasted with the secret, collegial, and often obviously fanatical, in the strict sense of
the term, government of the Soviet Union or of China. No
one would expect to see in any President of the United
States a ruler of the type of Mao or the type of Khrushchev.
He will hope to see in any President of the United States a
ruler of foresight and courage supported by his country,
and supported by free institutions of criticism in his country, but not by institutions capable of impeding any effective action.
To go back to the very beginning, whereas in 1914 the
United States could look forward to a way in which the
American way of life, or if you like, the Western political
way of life, had spread all over the world, today you can
only look forward to a long contest taking part against the
background of this scientific revolution for speed which, I
entirely agree with Dr. Bundy, is going to be vastly increased. An immense social upheaval, an immense social
expansion of demand and expectation is accelerating with
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I know that you feel with us the great sense of appreciation and indebtedness to these gentlemen who have given
us these mind-stretching experiences this morning. With a
verbal precision which is almost unacademic, the gentlemen
have led us to the precise minute at which this first session
of the Convocation is supposed to adjourn. The second session, the afternoon session, will resume at 2:30 o'clock.
Thank you.

Professor Northrop visits Sigma Nu fraternity. Students identifiable, left to right,
are Charles Bergmann '60 and Stephen
F. Short '62.
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AFTERNOON

SESSION

Man zn the New World Ahead
GEORGE BRINTO

COOPER

Good afternoon.
Those of you who heard tl1e morning speeches join me,
I am sure, in gratitude for the stimulating intellectual fare
we were served. Some important questions were raised and
some brilliant hypotheses submitted which have already
been, as I discovered during the lunch hour, the source of
much ferment and talk on this campus. I am particularly
happy that Trinity College has been able to help create
this ferment in the community.
The subject of our second session is "Man in the New
World Ahead." The panel consists of three men who in
their several ways have been deeply involved in the problem before us. Our first speaker is a distinguished spiritual
leader from West Germany.
Bishop Johannes Lilje of the Church of Hannover is presently serving as Harry Emerson Fosdick Visiting Professor
at Union Theological Seminary in ew York. In 19:52
Bishop Lilje became president of the Lutheran World Federation, and is an active leader in the World Council of
Churches and in the Protestant Ecumenical Movement. He
is no stranger to the problems confronting man as an individual against vicious ideological and political systems, and
if I may, I would like to take just a few more seconds than
I have allowed myself to tell you that Bishop Lilje came
into conflict with the Hitler regime as early as 1933. He
was suspended for six months as General Secretary of the
German Student Christian Movement. His traveling and
speaking privileges were restricted and he was finally arrested by the Gestapo in August of 1944. He was charged
with high treason for giving expression to his Christian
convictions and remained in prison under sentence of death
until happily, as we know, the liberation by the American
forces in April of 1945. It is a great pleasure, indeed, for
me to present to you Bishop Johannes Lilje of the Church
of Hannover.

ALBERT CHARLES JACOBS
Distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen. It is a real
pleasure to greet you. On behalf of Trinity College and our
co-sponsors, the Trinity College Associates, I welcome you
most cordially to this, the afternoon session of our 1960
Convocation, the theme of which is "The New World
Ahead: Interpretation and Prophecy."
I do not wonder that those of you who this morning had
the very stimulating experience of hearing Denis W. Brogan, McGeorge Bundy, and Walt Whitman Rostow discuss
what is lying in wait for "Society in the New World Ahead,"
have returned for more. To you who were unable to be with
us this morning, I say you missed a most interesting discussion. I extend you a particular welcome to this afternoon
session on "Man in the ew World Ahead."
I wish to take this opportunity on behalf of the College
and of the Associates to express our lasting gratitude to the
seven distinguished gentlemen who have come to Hartford
for this Convocation. Your participation has brought outstanding credit to our great community and to Trinity. We
thank you from the bottom of our hearts.
This morning Mr. Ostrom Enders, President of the Hartford ational Bank and Trust Company, a Life Trustee of
the College, and the General Chairman of this Convocation,
told you something about the organization known as the
Trinity College Associates. I wish at this time to sb·ess how
much over the recent years the Associates have meant to
Trinity.
The Associates Program was inaugurated in 1954 in recognition of the natural partnership that exists between the
College and business and industry of the Greater Hartford
Area. Each is a source of tremendous strength to the otl1er.
The Trinity College Associates program has cemented ties.
For the support which the members of the Associates have
given Trinity we are deeply grateful.
It is now my sincere pleasure to present to you the Presiding Officer of the Convocation, my esteemed colleague,
Dr. George Brinton Cooper, Professor of History at Trinity
College. Incidentally, we are proud to point to Dr. Cooper
as an important contribution that Trinity has made to our
community. He is, as many of you know, a valuable member of Hartford's Board of Education. Dr. Cooper.

BISHOP JOHA
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Mr. President, Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen. The
first speaker of this morning's meeting was wise enough to
warn his audience that trying to be a prophet might prove
to be a tricky business sometimes. While he was afraid that
it might even lead to losing his job, I must be even more
afraid of not doing justice to the expectations which usually
go with a prophet.
Still it is our duty this afternoon to face the problem of
man in the new world ahead, and this includes some definite attempt to try to look into the future. But if we want
to do this in a realistic way, we have to be careful not to go
into ways which cannot be based upon past experiences.
So I would like to begin with a reminder of one situation
in European history in the late 20's when H. G. Wells published his famous book Brave New World, and at that time
tried to oppose a wide-spread pessimistic tendency in European thought. Pessimism is always bound to impress people
inlmensely, because there seems to be a sort of sinister
depth of thought included in every pessimistic utterance.
In that sense I, myself, may not be able to live up to all the
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expectations, because I will not be prepared to go in for
pessimistic prognosis only, but there is again this realistic
element which may give us the task to look not only at the
right type of analysis of our situation, and what possibilities
may be included in it. But prophecy is primarily a Biblical
term, and is senseless if people do not ask for the will and
guidance of God, and as far as men can do so, this shall be
one of the presuppositions of the things I try to say this
afternoon.
The analysis fu·st: that is to say, we must start with a
clear, precise, and realistic picture of the situation of man
in the world today, and all thinkers are agreed upon the
main problem which I can formulate as simply as this. It is
the tremendous danger of de-humanization and de-personalization of man's existence in this world. The question at
hand is very simple in this respect, will it be possible for
man in the time which lies ahead to preserve or to regain,
or even to augment the human qualities of his existence, or
will he not be able to do so?
Let us try to find out first which may be the main reasons
for this process of de-humanization and de-personalization.
They have to do, of course, with the spreading of technological civilization, of the tremendous power of the technical civilization around us. These proceedings have changed
man's situation to a very large extent.
ow I would like to invite us not to repeat in a too
thoughtless way the statement that technological civilization of necessity endangers men's existence in this world,
for we have to try to separate the different reasons which
may lead to this. This de-humanization is not a necessary
consequence of the development of man's technical faculties and possibilities. Let us be clear about the creative
process which is going on in this tremendous work of man's
conquering the world and the universe. There are always
two aspects to it. One is an entirely personal one, and that
is what the technical genius does. The man who invents,
who is at work in his laboratory and tries to find new possibilities- even if in our day this sort of thing is only possible
in a teamwork of more than one scientist - still this is a
very private, very human, very individual work they do,
and the moment when one of these great genii discovers
something new, it is an extremely personal victory of a
gifted person of this world.

The problem of de-humanization begins only after this
new invention takes shape in the midst of technical civilization, and then, no doubt, a process of u·ans-personal
development begins. It is part of every new, real creative
step in the field of technology. It is true that these steps are
bound to influence the social life and community life of
people more than any other ideas or creative processes in
other spheres. Here we meet the problem of what becomes
of modern man in the midst of all his inventions. The world
he created seems to make it impossible for him to lead a
personal life, and we know about all these great, b."emendous, partly fearsome processes of the technical world
which seem to threaten man's individualistic existence to
the very exn·eme.
I would like to point to one specific danger in this context. If man is exposed, so to speak, to his own inventions,
threatened by what he created by his mind, by his hands,
and by his efficiency, there is a more subtle danger which
we have to realize in our analysis of the situation too, and
that is the lack of balance between men's scientific possibilities and the personal values which guide his life.
This is a very remarkable, and, I suggest, a very dangerous phenomenon. Let me b.y to explain it, too. The most
characteristic formative inference in the whole mentality of
modern man seems to me to be what we usually call the
scientific mind, and now I must disappoint all of those who
are ready for some easy criticism on the part of a bishop. I
shall fu·st of all pay my highest respects to this phenomenon
of this scientific mind of today, and I am full of admiration
for several of the main points which we notice in connection with it - the precision, the accmacy of thought and
work, also the realism that nothing will be accepted which
cannot be proved by tl1e experiment. I shall include also
that certain victorious attitude of man conquering the universe, or doing away with some of the great burdens of
mankind like disease, poverty, and other phenomena of
that sort by the power of his organization. All that is u·emendous, and we pay our high respect to the achievement
of the scientific mind.
We must inform everybody, however, that this is not the
only and not the total picture of modern mentality. This is
one of the problems we have to see clearly and to face
bravely, that there seems to be a lack of balance between all
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the things which go into this scientific mind and the other
things which make for the personal life of man, including
religion, philosophy, culture, and literature. Is that just
nothing?
One of the most aggressive writers of this counby who
had his origin in my cotmb·y is a wib1ess whom I can quote
without hesitation because he does not consider himself a
typically Christian thinker. Ludwig Marcuse wrote a few
very aggressive statements concerning this tendency of
thinking of the scientific mind and scientific methods in a
somewhat absolute way, as if the scholarly way, the learned
approach to life, the real intellectual approach to life, were
confined to the methods of modern science. He rightly
points out that there are very important spheres in man's
life which could not be covered by this approach only. They
include our religious life, our philosophical judgment, what
we do in terms of culture, literature, etc.
The great danger which goes with the one-sided development is this, that man is in danger, and now I am slightly
approaching the sphere of prophecy, that man is in danger
of losing more and more the capacity to deal with p ersonal
problems and personal values in the proper sense of tl1e
word. Let me give an illustration again. One is that man
may one day lose entirely the capacity to answer the question, ilie simple elementary question, what all this is for.
Why does he go on conquering nature and the universe?
Why does iliis technological process go on? I know we cannot stop it. We may be not even able to change it very
much, but why is it going on, and what is the ultimate goal
of all this? There seems to be a danger that man loses ilie
capacity of taking this sort of question seriously.
If I b·y to express this in some of the terms which our
philosophers at home use, I would put it this way. Man is
in danger of losing the dimensions of depth in ilie way h e
forms his judgment. He may be unable to answer the question of ilie ultimate meaning of life and all life's processes
because he is Rlled with a sense of '1osbless," verlorenheit,
as om philosopher Heidegger puts it, verlorenheit, forlornness, in the sense that this vast universe, growing so b·emendously in man's view, loses any meaning for him personally at all, and so I think this first statement must lead
our consideration as to man's way into the futme.

What about this disassociation between man's intellect
and man's personal life? Scholars t ell us that it is an interesting phenomenon in the pmsuit of scientific meiliods that
man's intellect grows faster and has passed the limits of om
imagination; that we have to deal in this scientific process
of today with, for instance, figmes which we can write,
which we can tell our elecb·ical machines to count for us,
but which our imagination no longer can imagine, and I
am speaking about this descensus wiili man's innermost
life. So it is no surprise at all when I state as one of man's
b·emendous needs in the present situation that there seems
to be again a disproportion between man's scientific possibilities, which have grown so fast, and his religious possibilities.
Just in order to be precise, I want to quote one of the
great religious spirits of our time, who one day stated that
in the field of science not only the great scientists of om
age, but also the man in the street, seem to have absorbed
very much, indeed, of the new world view while his religious experience may be rather immatme, and may not
even approach the normal state of a grown-up person.
Whether this statement is overdoing the case or not is not
up to me to decide. It certainly helps to show the great
problem we have to face.
One thing more, if it comes to this analysis I would like
to insist that what I said is not only a problem for the
Christian, but for everybody alive today. This is not a form
of apologetics, so to speak, to sneak in from the back door
and suddenly have the fellow of today facing the religious
question. Everybody who insists upon a complete philosophy of life must be aware of this descensus in man's modern situation. I would go on, however, to state there is no
reason for resignation. This development does not necessarily mean that man's individuality must be lost, in spite
of ilie fact that he sometimes seems to be enslaved by all of
ilie discoveries in the field of technology. Man still has a
b·emendous chance, but it cannot be found by just dividing
life up, let's say, into different spheres of cultme. There
must be an answer to the question of how far we can combine tllis process and progress in the scientific field with ilie
possibility of going on and leading a personal life.
ow, since my time is limited, I think I serve the pmpose
of what I have to say best if I leave out all the Christian
friendly asides in between, and speak, if I may, in a slightly
aggressive way. My suggestion is that man will be lost in
that general '1osbless" of the philosopher if he does not
learn to rediscover, amidst all the relativism of om day,
some approach to absolute values. Is it necessary, and is it
possible? Is it necessary? I have no doubt in saying "yes."
Let me choose as a very simple, somewhat abbreviated
illusb·ation, the b·emendous problem of dictatorship in the
modern world. We are speaking about the twentieth centmy. We are speaking about ilie embarrassing fact that, in
spite of two or three hundred years of enlightenment, our
century is the theater of powerful dictatorships. How is that
possible? My answer is simply this - it is the natmal end of
a way of iliought which takes man as the absolute and only
standard of values. Dictatorship is just completing this
process.
Legislation, and I am speaking out of experience, as you
realize, is then in the hands of one person who decides what
is law and what is not law, who decides who is the enemy
of the state and must be liquidated, as the term goes. ow
this is an abbreviated way of speaking, but it is, at least to
my judgment, and I am not the only one to say and think
so, ilie natmal outcome of a political philosophy which
knows only man as the standard of all values. Is there a
chance for rediscovery of absolute values as over against
this type of thought? The question in this situation amounts
to the other question. Is there any futme for the Christian
faith in man's existence in time to come?
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I would remind every one of the seriousness of that problem. We do live, for all practical purposes, in a time which
must be termed an atheistic epoch of history. I take the
term in its verbal meaning. I am not saying anti-theistic, I
say atheistic, in this sense that apparently in man's thinking today there is no longer room for God, or to say the
least, there apparently is no longer need for God. If
try
to recapitulate the most outstanding phenomena o man's
mentality in the modern world, you come across this fact
that apparently there is no need for introducing the concept of God. That is what I mean. I am speaking about this
sort of atheism that creates an atmosphere in which the
Christian faith and the Christian church may be considered
as a sort of Victorian remnant in our intellectual life, without any visible reason why there should be a church and a
Christian faith, and with even less probability that in the
time to come there would ever be a need for that.
Christianity has to face this fact very squarely, and then
we start asking whether it will be possible to present man
in the time to come with some concept of the Christian
faith. In answering that question I start with that region of
thought which usually is considered to be the most difficult
one, and which I, for my part, do not consider so difficult
at all. That is what I might call the "thinkability" of the
Christian faith. If I go in for strange words now and then,
it is just to prove how I love the English language. I try to
do a lot of things with it. Maybe it is something original
now and then. Don't be embarrassed by this, but I think
this is a possible formulation.
The "thinkability" of the Christian faith, I mean by that,
the problem whether, over against the scientific mind of
modern man we still can claim that Christianity, the Christian doctrine, in some way makes sense - whether we still
can go on proclaiming the faith in Christ, speaking about
eternity, about forgiveness, about mercy, about life eternal,
and all these fundamental concepts of the Christian faith
in an ultra-modern age. Can we, or can we not?
History teaches that this is not the first time in which
Christianity had to face this problem. There is an opinion
among historians that these spiritual struggles for the
church may have been more dangerous than all the persecutions of church history, and it is a telling fact that this sort of
struggle started right away in the first Christian century.
Even in the time of the New Testament you discover traces
of that tremendous struggle between Christianity and Hellenistic thought as represented by the gnosis which filled
centuries. In the Middle Ages you have the tremendous,
powerful, :h:lnificent struggle between some of the greatest
Christian · ers and the heritage of Islam and the Hellenistic antiquity which led to that powerful structure of
scholastic theology which is proof of a powerful process of
thinking.
Christianity, the Christian church, has survived the challenge of these epochs, and there is no reason why it
shouldn't survive today if man stretches out for the universe
in our day. This may include a shock to a certain traditional
piety which considers itself Christian. It may be there is
a shock, I say again, not only for the Christians, but for
everybody who claims he can think. Everybody has to face
the problems involved in this fact that man is reaching out
for the universe today. But there is a possibility of reorientation and of overcoming - I am speaking very briefly
now - of overcoming that naive charge that when we start
looking around the universe the way we do today, there apparently is no longer a throne of God. There apparently is
no longer a pla~e for God. I say it is naive and stopping
short if we think that way instead of, for instance, seeking
guidance in that great Biblical concept of the inescapability
of God which we find so wonderfully expressed in the !39th
Psalm where it says even if man takes the wings of the
morning and tries to hide at the uttermost part of the sea,

he cannot escape God. The "wings of the morning," if he
b·ies to escape God at the speed of light; if he goes to the
extreme of the known universe, he never will come across
a place where he can escape God's majesty.
The other type of rethinking of man's situation in the
world is this: does man's existence really change by our
enlarged concept of the universe, or does it not? And the
answer must be definitely no! Man's fears, man's hopes,
man's predicaments, will be the same. He will not be in a
position to escape his life's task by just getting off to another planet, which may be possible within the near future.
I can imagine a man who would like to go off to the moon
because he has made a mess at home, and this seems to be
the simplest way to get out. I, for my part, am not too
desirous to participate in a journey of that sort, but if I can
speak about it in this simple way, it shows that we face a
real problem here - one of those elementary decisions of
man. The place where man has to win or to lose the battle
of his life is right now here, and nowhere else - here where
he lives, where he works, where he has his family, his son,
the people for whom he is responsible. That is the existentialist interpretation of the Christian faith, which will not
at all change in times to come.
What then will change? I have a few more minutes, I
hope. What then will change? We must learn to apply
Christianity in that "rethought way," if that is English. We
must try to apply it in a new sense of obligation to the community. This is no simple fact that the most powerful ideology which faces the Western world has, whether we like it
or not, developed a new sense of community and responsibility to community. I hope I won't be charged for again
trying to introduce Communism into the Christian church
by trying to speak fairly about this ideology. It is a new fact
that large masses of the world today see a new type of life
in this new concept of community life.
Christianty, the Christian church, will have to learn to
get out of the individualistic concept and try to live out
Christianity, maybe in completely new forms of thought
and worship. We must bear in mind the tremendous impact
of the revolutionary changes in Asia and Africa, this explosive continent, and must realize that the younger churches
out there cannot live by imitation of the Western tradition,
but will have to deliver their own witness of Christ in a new
and changed situation.
I would like to speak about some other aspects which I
cannot touch now. This has a lot to do with our concept of
the political world, with what we mean by democracy. We
must learn that a secularized democracy will simply be
helpless as over against powerful dictatorial movements
unless we rediscover the metaphysical basis of freedom and
responsibility, and that no philosophy, political philosophy,
will be sufficient if unable to answer these problems.
To the Christian a very simple challenge comes finally,
namely, we must try to learn anew what Christianity means,
to translate it into terms of life and love. I confine myself to
these indications of a Christian's interpretation of man's
role in the world ahead. In concluding all I can say is there
is no reason why man should be afraid of that future if he is
prepared to see the possibility of glorifying God even under
changing circumstances. If he rediscovers this ultimate
meaning of his existence in the world, then he may go on
without fear.

lou

GEORGE BRINTON COOPER, Presiding Officer
I know that you will be happy to learn that you will have
another opportunity to hear Bishop Lilje. He will be the
preacher tomorrow at the eleven o'clock service in the
Trinity College Chapel.
ow I think it is in one of the best traditions of our
Western culture that men of thought have become and can
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become men of action. The Honorable Charles H. Malik is
a philosopher and a world statesman who rather dramatically epitomizes that fact. Born in Lebanon, he was graduated from the American University in Beirut, and took his
doctorate at Harvard. He has been a real human connecting link between the civilization of the Middle East and
America, which, of course, is the traditional role of his
country, but he himself, his education under American
auspices and in an American university, has been a living
and vibrant link between our two countries. He left the
Philosophy faculty at the American University in Lebanon
in 1945 to become Lebanon's first envoy to the United
States. In 1948 he became president of the Council of the
United Nations, and in 1958 he was named president of
the General Assembly.
Dr. Malik brings to us an extraordinary blend of experience as world statesman and leader of the intelligentsia of
the Middle East. About Dr. Malik I was very tempted to
use the moderator's cliche of saying that he needs no introduction, and he certainly doesn't, but I feel that Dr. Malik,
who is such a world figure, has perhaps for that reason
never gotten a proper introduction. It is a great pleasure
indeed to present to you the Honorable Charles H. Malik,
presently E. K. Hall Visiting Professor at Dartmouth College.

Two phenomena impress me most: the strident antiintellectualism of this age and the breaking up of mankind
into endless collectivisms, whether in the form of socialism
or of nationalism. Both phenomena, anti-intellectualism
and collectivism, conspire to destroy man, because they
destroy the. genuine universal in man, and as a result they
disrupt his unity with all men.
Consider first anti-intellectualism. I am not thinking of
the man in the street or of the lady in the drawing room or
of the peasant in the farm. These are not given much to
intellectual pursuits, and yet there is a certain unspoiled
healthiness about them which makes them quite responsive
to reason if they are trusted and approached aright. I am
thinking of the intellectuals themselves, and indeed of the
highest among them, the philosophers. When those whose
very principle of existence is reason and thought nevertheless employ all the powers of their reason to prove, in effect,
precisely that reason in the end is nonsense, then the culture which allows and, in fact, delights in this phenomenon
is in a very sick state indeed. If the very principle of reason
is rejected or compromised or diluted or subordinated to
something else, in the very citadel of reason, namely, in
philosophy, is it any wonder that man has lost his place and
the way back to it? Something must therefore happen, a war,
a revolution, a cataclysm, a personal tragedy, or a terrible judgment from above, to shake these philosophers out
of their daydreams and to bring them back literally to their
senses. Something must happen to awaken their sense of
humor about themselves.
Whether it is the philosophy of adjustment or success or
interest; or the outlook which glorifies instinct or emotion
or feeling or sense; or the theory which reduces everything
in the end to what is called "intuition;" or the methodology
of conditioning or manipulating poor human nature; or the
worship of the unconscious and of dreams, and of the
darkest forces and impulses in man; whether it is the vogue
of materialism, be it dialectical or old-fashioned and artless; or the reduction of man to what is called "the economic man," with all his boundless concupiscence for a
higher and ever higher standard of living; or the view that
in human affairs force is the only final arbiter; whether it
is the dark notion of creativity whereby the Creator is denied and everybody and everything becomes its own creator; or the doctrine that everything flows and changes, and
that flux is the last word; or the strange habit of deriving
things from their primitive origins in time, the perfect from

CHARLES HABIB MALIK
I thought first I would tell a story which was suggested
to me by some of the things that Bishop Lilje has just said.
This is a true story about how much we can, or cannot,
escape God, even if we fly with the velocity of light, and it
was told to me by the very person to whom the story occurred. He is a Russian Orthodox bishop who works in Moscow, and he told me the following story not long ago. This
is interesting for your repertoire of stories in connection
with what you were saying.
He said a young Communist came to him one day in
Moscow and told him, "Look here, you religious people, we
have penetrated the heavens, we have reached the moon,
and we have reached way beyond the moon, some of our
rockets are revolving around the sun now, and in all this
we haven't found any trace of God. So where is your God
that you talk about?" And this very kindly bishop told me
that he turned to this young Communist and said, "My son,
if you haven't found God on earth, you will never find him
in Heaven."
Now many of the things that we are talking about presuppose a great deal and, indeed, one speaking about these
great themes must take lots of things for granted, and must
leave lots of things to the ordinary workings of the human
intelligence. Conseq_uently, I beg you to keep in mind that
if at any point I make certain dogmatic statements, it isn't
because I love dogmatism. You will see in a moment that I
don't, but it is because sometimes one is compelled to
speak of things strongly, as I was glad to hear the Bishop
did toward the end of his statement. Speaking them strongly
in a dogmatic statement only represents the conclusion of a
long argument that one would be prepared to make. If I
therefore share with you at times only my conclusions, don't
please think that I slight your intelligence, or do not take
your reasoning faculties seriously. Any one of these dogmatic statements I can given time - the right atmosphere,
the right preparation, and the right friendly associations I can fully demonstrate.
The subject of my remarks this afternoon is "The Place
of Man."
Man appears to have lost his place and the way back to
it. The loss of place is not disastrous if only one knew how
to return; but when the way back home is also lost, then
things are pretty serious indeed.
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the imperfect, the more from the less, the known from the
unknown; or the easy practice, which certain otherwise
noble souls indulge in, of hiding themselves behind what
they call "existence;" or the blight, which has blanketed
whole areas of the philosophical world, of reducing everything to a matter of words and language ~nd meani?g and
definition; or the tendency to confer ultimate reality and
dignity upon man, not by virtue of his humanity and his
reason, but because he belongs to this or that nation or this
or that culture or this or that race or this or that religion or
this or that class: whichever it is of this profusion of contemporary doctrines - and it is not difficult, as Professor
orthrop knows very well, to assign specific name~ and
whole schools of thought to each one of them - there IS one
thing which all of them have in common, namely, a radical
anti-intellectualism corroding and negating the very essence
of man. It is as though all the forces of the nether world
have suddenly joined hands to sing together in one mighty
chorus: "reason is unimportant; reason is secondary; reason
is derivative; reason is impotent; reason is dead; down with
reason: let us all go back to the darkness which was once
upon the face of the deep!"
The self-conscious collectivisms of this age conduce to
the same end. Men and women everywhere are taking shelter under some group with which they identify themselves.
Within the nation the comforting identification takes place
with an economic or a political or a cultural or a religious
group; and when the group in question, as in the case of
the Communist Party, combines in itself at once a religion,
a culture, a politics and an economic doctririe, the identification could not be more comfortable or more absolute.
And throughout the world there is this amazirig phenomenon of eveiy people under the sun clamouring for a distinct, independent nationhood, to be sealed and c~nsecrate?
by joiriing the United ations. The membership of this
organization is now 82, but before this movement has spe~1t
itself iri Asia and Africa, and - who knows? - perhaps m
unsuspected areas elsewhere, the membership will easily
swell to a hundred. It is as though a terri£c gale has suddenly swept mankirid and people everywhere are scrambling and scuflling for refuge. The deep questi.o~ is: w~at
is this gale, where does it hail from, and where IS It tendmg
to?
It is impossible to sit iri at the United Nations year in
and year out, attentively watching, both as one of the m.any
and as a presiding officer over the many, these 100 nations
responsibly arguing, debating, airing their grievances, presenting their distinct poirits of view; I say, i~ is imp~ssibl.e
to do this, and at the same time to take an active part m this
argument yourself, wi~out the di~turbin,~ tho';lght occm;~
ring to you that there IS no such thing as man m general,
but that all that there is are the 100 nations grouped under
a dozen distinct cultures, each a law to itself, each a distinct
world by itself, each an independent monad in itse!!, each
asserting itself in the teeth of the rest. And the ques?on begins to burn at your heart: Do they have anything m common? Is it all a matter of interest? Can they understand each
other? Is man hopelessly divided? Are these collectivisms
the last word? What are the prospects of unity, of peace?
Anti-intellectualism kills man because it kills the wonderful certainty and power of reason, and what is man without
reason? Exclusive collectivism kills man also because it
destroys his freedom as an iridividual person, and what is
man without freedom? You ask: what is the place of man
in the new world ahead? I answer: man has no place unless you restore to him his reason and his freedom.
Reason can be restored to man only if the temples of
reason, namely, the universities, rediscover reason themselves. This means the strongest possible departments of
philosophy in which, not sophistry and cleverness, but
reason and truth are enthroned. If the anti-intellectual

NBC's "Monitor" interviews Professor Brogan.

sophistry of this age is not goirig to destroy the life of the
mirid, the mightiest attempt must be made by the universities to reassert the intellectual principle. This calls for the
conscious cultivation, not the accidental cultivation, of the
philosophies which embody and proclaim the original
potency of mind, reason, theory, thought, ideas; for the
return to the great ti·adition, without which there would
have been no science, no university, no histmy and no West;
for the red-blooded refutation of the fourteen dark philosophies and outlooks to which I referred; for the patient,
cooperative and detailed proof that there is an objective
solid buth which man can know, from the simplest ti·utll
of the multiplication table to the highest truth of theology;
for the nffi.Imation that the vision and apprehension of the
truili is an end in itself, and that the ideal of the wise man
is far superior to that of the clever or contented or successful or dominating man; for the demonsb·ation that altllough the vision of ilie tiuth is an end in itself, yet from
this vision endless practical benefits flow; and for the
development, both among the students and among the faculty, of the wonderful art of discussion, debate, argument,
conversation, in. which the whole spirit and pririciple is,
not to score a poirit or to win a victory, but to discover the
truth to which, once disclosed, all will assent.
You ask: what is the place of man iri the new world
ahead? I answer: blame the tmiversity if he has no place.
Is it any wonder that the modern soul is so profoundly
restless and unhappy, witl1 the university failing to provide it, iri the iritellectual mder, with any form or structure
or order or law or being iri which it can rest? Let fue universities, then, assume full responsibility for this matter:
it is fuey who have failed man. It is no use shifting responsibility, as some do, onto somebody else; it is no use
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The press reception: Ward Duffy '15 (left), editor of the Hartford Times,
listens to lively remarks of Professor Northmp. At right: Mr. Engley,
Professor Malik

blaming this scandal on so-called social or financial or
adminisb·ative or historical or cosmological forces, or on
what is escapingly called "the temper of the age." Be
comageous and assmne full personal responsibility yamself. Say, at least to yomself in private: I have wanted in
statme and vision and conviction, and if man is lost, I am
partly the cause. You can have no idea how, from a simple
confession like this, something could follow that might
tmn the whole tide. The salvation of man depends in part
upon the conversion of the university.
Exclusive collectivism endangers the personal freedom
of man as man. He is then shut up within the coziness and
warmth of his own collectivity. But man cries from the
depths for something to unite him with all mankind; or
else he will never be free. Now mankind breaks up, as I
said, into these 100 peoples or nations to which I referred,
and these in turn group themselves into the dozen cultures
that there are. There is an unprecedented revival of tl1e
study of history all over the world today, because each
nation and each cultme, in asserting its identity and existence, wants to mark itself off as sharply as possible from
other nations and cultmes; and the dimension of time is a
natmal ground for differentiation. The African peoples are
discovering vast African empires that have been submerged
in history, and nations all over tl1e world now are proudly
claiming that they made this or that "conb"ibution" to what
is ambiguously called "world civilization." At the very moment in history when something universal has to be affirmed
about man if man is to smvive, we find mankind frantically
engaged in atomizing itself. For only in the discovery of the
genuine and concrete universal, namely, of our common
hUlllan natme, before and above and behind and beyond
every collectivism and every differentiation, be it racial or

cultmal or national or political or any other demarcation,
can man breathe freely and be himself.
In the face of the hundred nations, the dozen cultures,
the score or so of civilizations that Toynbee says appeared
on earth in recorded history, the conflicting ideologies of
this age, and tl1e sheer multiplicity of interests attendant
upon tl1e phenomenal sharpening of subjective desire all
over, and with all these pressing upon the soul ever more
closely and more insistently, is it any wonder that life often
loses any fixed center around which it can revolve? Man
then plunges into the sheerest relativity: valuations, standards, points of view, appear entirely relative, and there is
no criterion to cut across them or to determine the degree
of their truth.
A vast task thus begins to beckon , namely, to save man
from the snare of moral relativity by showing that, despite
his many forms, he is nevertheless concretely one in them
all. With this in mind I suggest: (a) That bewildering as
the variety of cultmes and morals is, it is not an infinite
variety; and this fact is of the ubnost philosophical importance. (b ) That a sustained and grounded research,
not a jomnalistic research, into this finite array of cultures,
both in space and in time, will reveal tl1at they have not
a little in common. (c) That tllis common area of morals or
valuations b elongs to what may be rightly termed the
natmallaw or the law of nature. (d) That this common
objective area establishes the possibility of a fruitful dialogue b etween the diverse cultmes. (e) That there is a first
mgent task not only from the point of view of world
peace, but of restoring to man his satlity, his unity and
therefore his freedom, which is the scientific demonstration
of this basic core of natmal law and the responsible detailed discovery of it, or of b·aces of it, among all cultmes
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and all peoples. (f) That in addition to this common area,
there is the second urgent task of elaborating the full content of what can be discovered by reason about the nature
of man. (g) That in addition to the natural moral law, the
West, including the United States, cannot divest itself of
its distinctive heritage, with all the wonderful strains that
have poured into it for 4,000 years. (h) And that therefore
a third urgent task, challenging statesmen, philosophers,
educators and men of religion alike, is to re-establish faith
in this tremendous Western heritage.
Anti-intellectualism attacks what is unique and distinctive in man by subordinating his reason to some other
principle. Exclusive collectivism confines his fullness to a
particular culture or to a narrow loyalty and in this way
impairs his radiant freedom. What is common to both is a
certain disorder whereby the stature of man is inverted or
reduced. You ask: what is the place of man in the new
world ahead? I answer: establish first the natural order of
things and man will be redeemed. Reason, freedom and
right order: these are the keys to the place of man.
All order depends in the end on the recognition of something above man. By "above" I do not mean something on
which man just depends, for man depends on matter, on the
body, on food, on air, on society, on the government. I
mean something which is morally and ontologically "above"
man; something with more and not less reason; something
beside whose freedom our freedom is but bondage; in short,
something which is more and not less of a man, or of the
best man. All disorder arises because the "above" has not
lifted up its countenance upon us, or because it turned
away its face from us, or because we have failed to behold
it.
Now, my friends, the "above" is God. Thus the placement
of man is inseparable from the placement of God. When
God is placed, or better, when God places Himself, then
everything else falls in place. Give me a genuine recognition of the genuine God - not, as Pascal would say "the God
of the philosophers, but the God of Abraham, the God of
Isaac and the God of Jacob"- and man forthwith will find
his place: namely, a creature made a little lower than the
angels, a creature made in the image and likeness of God,
a creature in whom God is infinitely interested. Let the
Word of God be heard and understood, and right order at
once supervenes: man knows who is above him and who is
below him; glorying in his reason, which is the very image
of God, man certainly also appreciates its limitations; .the~e
are real objective laws in all fields, because everything 1S
created by God and subject to His law; man can glimpse
these laws because his reason is a reflection of the divine
reason; there is real justice because God executeth judgment and justice in the earth; there is a real moral law because of the consistency of man's nature with reference to
its Creator; there is real equality among men before God
and therefore there is a real possibility of peace; and the
concrete totality of God's meaning in history is so rich and
so wonderful that there is something to live for, to defend,
and, therefore, to die for.
I repeat the words of Pascal: I am not speaking of "the
God of the philosophers, but of the God of Abraham, the
God of Isaac and the God of Jacob."
Believe me, my friends, hopeless then is man's endeavor
to place and order himself by himself. All those who seek
to order and place man without God are doomed to failure.
They are exactly like the blind leading the blind, and they
only move from one arbitrary position to another, from one
mess to another. So far as the salvation of the West and the
world is concerned, everything depends on the renewal of
faith and the rediscovery of the dimension of God.
You ask: what is the j>lace of man in the new world
ahead? I answer: that place depends, not on technology
and how it is going to develop, nor on security and how it

is going to be assured, nor on education and how it is going
to be reformed, nor on government and how it is going
to govern, nor on Europe and America adjusting themselves
to Communism and to the rising East, although all these
things are most important, but on how much man is going
to forget God, or, more precisely, on how much God is
going to forsake man. Since we know that God has not
forsaken man but has in fact come down to his place, I
am full of hope for man in the future. All hope is hopeless
without the certainty of the intervention of God.
GEORGE BRI TO

COOPER

Thank you, Dr. Malik. I know that the members of the
audience will echo my feeling of optimism that in the
United Nations in the clash of nationalities and of international politics that it was possible for a man of Dr. Malik's
depth to become president of the General Assembly, and
president of the Security Council.
When a group of students were talking last week about
the program for the Convocation, I overheard one referring to the fact that Professor F. S. C. Northrop was going
to be here, and that he was in "paperback." This seems
to be one of the more elegant designations, and rightly so,
because it is certainly evidence of a profusion of great books.
Mr. Northrop's book, The Meeting of East and West, has
appeared in paperback, and I think that students were as
overwhelmed by the fact that such a person was coming
here as they could be by anything.
Professor Northrop defies a category. Indeed, like all
of our speakers, his books have explored widely and with
real ease the field of political science, philosophy, and
foreign QOlicy. Let me read the titles of some of these
books. The Meeting of East and West which appeared in
1946, The Logic of the Sciences and the Humanities which
appeared in 1947, Ideological Differences and World
Order which appeared in 1949, The Taming of the Nations,
a study of the cultural bases of international policy which
appeared in 1952, and then last year, The Complexity of
Legal and Ethical Experience. Professor Northrop is Sterling Professor of Philosophy and Law at Yale University,
and for the current semester Elizabeth Morse Genius Professor at Rollins College. It is, indeed, a great pleasure to
present to you Professor F. S.C. 1 orthrop.
F. S. C. NORTHROP
The people who have organized this Convocation, which
up to this point has been so interesting and worthwhile,
have asked me to direct your attention to the kind of men
and women we are likely to have in tomorrow's world from
the standpoint of the contemporary world's ideological
differences. ow this part of my assignment did not bother
me particularly, because ideological differences happen to
be my particular "cup of tea," but then they brought me
up with a jolt by adding a little kind of footnote that all the
speakers would be requested to restrict their remarks to
twenty-five minutes, with a possible thirty-five minutes,
and like my Chinese colleague formerly in the Yale Law
School, Mr. Liu, this little comment caused me to reflect.
And reflection is very painful business. Somebody has remarked that there is no practice so low but that men will
stoop to it in order to avoid the hard labor of thinking.
Now when I began to think about this frightfully complex topic to which the previous speaker called attention
when he noted the different cultures in the world, and the
different nations in the world, and the inclination of each
one of them to see the whole world from his particular
standpoint, I put to myself this question- if you had to
pick the two ideological conflicts around which you believe
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points up is that there is no more difficult problem on this
earth than introducing anything that has come out of one
culture into a different culture.
ow the reason for this, I believe our cultural anthropologists have made clear to us. I refer to men like Paul
Radin and my good friend, Professor Clyde Kluckhohn of
Harvard. These people, the anthropologists, first thought
that you could understand foreign people if you went out
into the field, were honest, and observed and wrote down
and described what you saw. Then some of the best of them
-all of them have not learned this yet- but some of the
wiser of them gradually woke up to realize that even after
they had lived with a foreign people for many years, had
observed everything that they did, noticed the way they
settled their disputes with one another, noticed their aesthetic objects, and examined their legal codes, even then
they would wake up and find that they had not been understanding them at all. The reason for this was that they
were looking at the facts they saw in this primitive society,
the same as in Professor Kluckhohn's Navajo Indians in
our southwestern Arizona. They were looking at those
people with the only concepts American anthropologists
had to think with, those of the American white man's culture, and maybe even those of a particular school of social
·
science in this culture.
This won't do. This is the same thing in reverse. The
most frustrated man that Mrs. Northrop and I met in India
in 1950 was the man who was the manager for the whole
of India for the sale of farm machinery of one of the major
American-Canadian farm machinery manufacturing companies. Why was he frustrated? Because he had been
hitting his head against a stone wall of teaching Indian
farmers to use that machinery without ruining it. They
forget to oil it. They don't bother to put water in the radiator.
A friend of mine once remarked that if you want to understand how an Asian or an African, or anybody that is
living in a society that hasn't been affected by one of two
things, Western mathematical physics and its technology,
or Western legal science, both of which are unique in the
world, if he hasn't been affected by that- if you want to
understand how he thinks about dropping drops of oil on
the joint of a machine to keep the bearings from burning
out, you must imagine how baptizing a baby looks to an
atheist. That is, it seems like sheer hocus-pocus. As long as
a good top sergeant is there, these Mricans or Asians will
oil the machinery just as faithfully as they do it, but as
soon as the Western expert pulls out, they just stop anointing those joints, and the machinery rusts away and breaks
down. You can find dozens of tractors rusting in the fields.
The problem of introducing Western technology in a
country whose educational system has not put Euclid's
geometry in the minds of people, has not put it in their art,
is this. Modem classical art couldn't be created if artists
didn't think about two-dimensional colors on a two-dimensional canvas with the concepts of the ratios and proportions of Euclid's geometry. No Western painter could
put a painting up that wasn't perpendicular to the line of
image, to your line of vision, and have proper proportions
until Al-Hasan in Islam, picking up from the Greek mathematical physicists, discovered geometrical objects, and
then you got painters that started sighting and fore-shortening images. That is, you can't understand the Western humanities if you do not realize that even they presuppose
a mathematical, theoretical, scientific way of thinking.
My attention was brought to this in another way. I have
this story at second-hand, but the story is that there were
two American G.I.'s who, in the African landings, found
themselves billeted with North Mrican natives in a native
village. These two American G.I.'s and natives used to
drink and discuss for hours plain common-sense objects
that they lived with in this village. One of these G.I.'s was

NORTHROP

the kind of people tomorrow's world is going to contain,
what two would you pick? Well, the first one is obvious.
Is tomorrow's world, in its attempt at democratization and
modernization, going to be composed of men and women,
the majority of whom order their social lives and their own
personal philosophy by the philosophy of Karl Marx or that,
to make it concrete, of John Locke and Thomas Jefferson?
But there is a second ideological conflict which isn't as
obvious. I am inclined more and more to think that what
tomorrow's world will be, turns more around this second
conflict than even around the first. In fact, whether or not
the answer to that first question is going to revolve around
whether the followers of Karl Marx succeed in resolving the
second ideological conflict better than we do, or whether
we succeed better than they.
ow the easiest way to point up this second conflict is,
if you will pardon me, to give two personal experiences. In
the middle of the last war I was sitting one day in the
Master's office of Silliman College at Yale and the doorbell
rang. When the door was opened and I went out into the
hall, there was a tall, dignified Chinese gentleman in a silk
robe reaching to his boot-tops, and he said, "You don't
know me, but I have come here to see you because I know
that you have been working for some twenty years on the
basic concepts, philosophy, and method of Western mathematical physics." Now he said, "My name is Chiang
Monlin. I happen to be at the present moment the secretary
of Chiang Kai-shek's cabinet on the mainland, and I was
former chancellor of the greatest university in Chiang Kaishek's China, Peking ational University. I have come
here because, as a result of my experience in watching the
introduction of Western science and technology into China,
I became convinced that we were doing it in the wrong
way."
What I am saying now is going to be the basis of where
my predictions may vary from those of the first two speakers
of the morning. I do not believe that it is at all obvious that
the whole world is going to be swept by modern science
and technology. "We made the mistake," said Chiang Moulin, "of conceiving of science largely in terms of its applied
side. The result was that when we put in these applied
courses, and when we put these new technological gadgets
in the hands of our own people, they thought with the only
ideas they had in their minds to think with, and those
ideas are simply inadequate to enable them to understand
and use Western technological instruments." What this
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a painter in the classical Western manner in which you
put two-dimensional colors on a two-dimensional canvas,
and we see a three-dimensional vase of flowers. So he
painted one of these common-sense objects in the classical
way and gave it to the natives. They hung it upside down
so that it looked like a typical mod ern Western absb·actionist or impressionist painting. He told them, "No, that
isn't the way to hang it. Hang it this way," and he hung it
right side up, and it didn't mean on e thing more to them.
ow someone says, what does that mean? It mea ns this,
that if they don't bring to two-dimensional colors on a
1:\vo-dimensional canvas the Euclidian geomeb:ical way of
thinking, they don't see that common sense object that
they have been drinking beer over for weeks and holding
bull sessions around.
1 ow the problem of putting any kind of W estern ways
in a non-Western society is the major ideological problem
of the contemporary world, and in my judgment, whether
the world in the end turns out to modernize with Communistic political goal values or with free democratic ones,
tmns arom1d which group learns how to solve that problem
first. My own judgment is that the Communists know better
how to solve this problem than we do. I do not believe
that the free-world statesmen today, or their economists,
or their military men, even see the problem, to say nothing
about knowing how to resolve it.
The real danger in tomorrow's world, if I had to predict the most probable thing about men in tomorrow's
world, I would say there won't be any men in it, or women
either, and the reason is that this atomic bomb is here.
Unless we change om foreign policy political habits and
learn how to settle disputes by creating an effective world
international law, get rid of Democratic and Republican
Secretaries of State who don't believe in international law,
I think we will blow omselves to bits. I don't think it is
the least bit obvious that there are going to be men and
women in tomorrow's world. That is the first point.
But the other side is this. I don't think we have learned
how to put modern gadgets into tomorrow's world. ow
what Chiang Monlin said to me was this, and h e has proved
that he was right. He is now on Formosa, and he has been
the chai1man of the committee on the economic development and reconstruction of Formosa, and if the London
Economist can be b-usted, he has learned how to solve this
problem. The Economist maintains that he has succeeded
more effectively on Formosa than Mao has on the Chinese

mainland . ow this is what he said, "The mistake we made
in National Peking University in bringing Western science
and technology into China was that we did not bring in the
basic theories and the basic philosophy that underlie this
science."
This is the one point that I want to pick up in Dean
McGeorge Bundy's talk this morning. The wisest thing he
said, it seems to me, was that this explosion in technology
is the product of an explosion in knowledge, and originally
it is the product of an explosion in the most theoretical and
absb·act and non-commonsensical kind of knowledge, that
is, nobod y would have dreamed of the atomic bomb if
Einstein had not come up with the theory, the special
theory of relativity. When he sat down with this theory
after he had reason to believe it was bu e and applied some
form al logic or pme mathematical calculation to it, he deduced an equation called the "mass energy equation."
This revealed to p eople the possibility of releasing atomic
energy, and from this came the atomic bomb. Now Einstein
was not interested in gadgets. He had no interest in them.
He never performed an experimen t in his life as a physicist.
Einstein was perplexed by a most theoretical problem in
the basic assumptions of modern, mathematical, elecb·omagnetic theory, a problem which arose because of the
Michelson-Morley experiment made in 1881.
If you don't bring into a society this absb·act, formal way
of thinking, I believe that all the foreign aid under heaven,
all the gadgets, all the farm machinery, all the agricultural
chemisb·y, will tend to be wasted and go down the drain.
Certain ways of doing things with yom muscles, with
gadgets, depend on having the ideas necessary to think
about and use those things properly up here in your mind.
Chiang Monlin said to me that morning in the middle of
the World War- he had flown sb·aight from Chungkinghe said, "I b elieve we have to begin with the basic mentality
of Western mathematical physics." For this, contemporary
forms of it are too complicated to begin with. We have to
b egin with it in its most elemental fmm back in preSocratic Greek science and philosophy.
There is another difference. He came to Yale to present
a manuscript for a book. I think that everybody in the
free world should read this book. It is called Tides from
the West. Now in this book he makes it clear that just as a
people who haven't the ideas of the Western man, the
formal way of thinking underlying Western mathematical
physics since its discovery with the ancient Greeks, if they
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don't have those ideas in their minds, they won't understand Western science and technology properly.
He makes it equally clear that if they don't have the
basic way of thinking of Western legal science- and I
believe that discovery was the effect of applying the type
of intellectual thinking of Greek mathematical physics to
law- if they don't get the type of legal thinking that Sir
Henry Maine in his classic study of comparative law called
"the law of conb"act," and if you bring a Western, legally
constmcted, contractual political system into a non-Western culture, they will conupt that exactly as they will ruin
their mechanical procedures.
Chiang Kai-shek got the advice of the ablest legal minds
in the Western world to consbuct a constitution for his
China. What does Chiang Kai-shek tell us was the effect
of the application of that law-of-conb·act way of organizing
a nation!> ot only did it become a farce and a dead letter,
but it corrupted the public officials. ow why was this?
I believe that the answer and the key to th~t question
is in Sir Henry Maine's Ancient Law. In that great book he
noted tl1at the comparative law of the world, examined
over the whole of the earth's surface, and of the whole of
tl1e time of civilized man, falls into two kinds of law: the
one which he called the '1aw of status" and the other
which he called the '1aw of conb·act." ow the plain fact
is that ninety-five percent of tile people on ilie surface of
the earth today, outside Western civilization, outside those
nations in which Western conb·actual law developed, live
in what Sir Henry Maine called a '1aw of status" society.
I agree completely with the two previous speakers about
the importance of religion in this problem, but I am disturbed at the same time, for tile plain fact is that tile
majority of ilie religions on ilie smface of tl1e earth today
have a concept of God which is that of a '1aw of conb·act"
society. Furthermore, ilie Christianity that went into the
Old Soutil in our cotmtry is exactly of tile same kind. The
problem of putting any kind of conb·actuallegal and political system (and here om free democratic type of politics
and law is like tile Communists'- iliey are both conb·actually legal political systems) , tile problem of putting a
Western type of legal and political system on Africa, tile
1iddle East, and Asia, at tile present moment, is identical
with the problem the American people are now confronting
in making effective the unanimous decisions of the judges
of our Supreme Court on tile desegregation cases.
The plain unadulterated fact is that tile Christianity of
the Old South is a white man's pab·iarchal type of Christianity. It is the Christianity of a white man's God of what
Sir Henry Maine called tile "law of status" society, and the
bitterness of the Souilierners at ilie present moment (and
let nobody suppose that ilie present civil rights bill that is
going to be passed in Congress is changing the Southerners )
is tile result, again, of the conflict between the eiliics, politics, morality, and religion of a '1aw of status" society and
the eiliics of a '1aw of conb·act" one.
Now what are the ethics of the "law of conb·act?" In my
mind ilie most underrated philosophers in human history
are tl1e Stoic Romans, for they are tile people who created
\Vestern legal science, and their etl1ics are stated in Cicero's
dictum. Cicero did not create this philosophy; he learned
it from the lawyers, the Scaevolas who were the first main
codifiers of Roman law. It is the thesis tl1at moral man and
political man , and even religious man , is not '1aw of status,"
racial, joint family, b"ibal man , but universal man, cosmopolitan man. The literal meaning of tile word "catholic" in
Roman Catholic Christianity is "universal." It is ilie iliesis
that ilie God of ilie Judaic Christian religion is not the God
of ilie b"ibe. He isn't ilie God just of the Jews, nor of ilie
Roman b·ibes, nor of the African tribes, nor of ilie Greek
b·ibes. He is the God of any human being whatever.
·what is ilie characteristic of any "law of status" society?

It is tltis, iliat yom etltical obligations, your legal and political obligations, rights and duties are defined by your
genealogical table, to put it concretely. They are defined by
your biology of birth and breeding, and to ask in such a
society wheilier such and such a person is a good person is
equivalent to asking for that person's biological pedigree.
ow such societies are characterized all over Asia by what
is called ilie "joint fanlily." But a joint family often is ilie
equivalent of fifty of our families. It may be pab·iarchal, it
may be mab·iarchal in character, and to get political unity
in such a society you have to have a privileged first family.
The first fanlily founds ilie b·ibe, and the political leader in
today's generation is the eldest son by way of all the intervening eldest sons of that first founder of ilie tribe. Thus
genealogy and primogeniture defines all of your moral,
political, and religious rights, privileges, and duties.
ow in a significant book, a new edition of Sir Robert
Filmer's Patriarcha, a contemporary English historian and
analytic philosopher, Peter Lasslet, has written a very important inb·oduction. Sir Robert Filmer's Patrim·cha is ilie
political and religious idea of early seventeenth century
England, of ilie ilieocratic Christian Canterburian England
of Hooker, Elizabeili, and Shakespeare. He shows in this
book iliat in the Virginia Company pab·iarchal Christianity
went ilirough the Virginia Company into Virginia. Lasslet
has made a study of ilie genealogical tables of the first
families of Virginia. They are blood cousins, iliey are blood
relatives, of Sir Robert Filmer. I happen to be interested in
iliis because the "F" in my initials is for "Filmer." I don't
count because my grandmoilier was a descendent of Sir
Robert, and since this Christianity and morality is pab·iarchal, to have any relation on the mab"iarchal "grandmoilierish" side doesn't matter.
How is this problem going to be solved? How are we going to succeed? What happens when you give free democracy to African b"ibesmen or to Asian peoples is that iliose
at tl1e top- wealiliy, joint families -can command ilie government. If you hand iliem economic aid, iliey will tend to
get most of it. They are ilie only ones who have the money
to send ilieir sons to Western universities to learn what '1aw
of conb"act" politics and law mean, and to learn Western
technology so that these gadgets can be used properly instead of ruined. The result is iliat when you pour yom aid
in, you will find in ilie end that most of it goes to make a
few very wealtlly Asian joint families richer and richer and
richer.
There is a literal religious and moral conflict in values
here between tllese two types of societies. Now I can only
suggest - I have already, I think, gone over my tllirty-five
minutes so I'll b-y in two minutes to just suggest for a Buddhist society how tl1is problem, I believe, is to be solved. The
suggestion first came to me from Ashoka who, in my judgment, is one of tile wisest statesmen in contempor:u-y India,
at least intellectually. He is so much of an intellectual tllat
he may not be too practical, in tile sense of being able to
catch votes. He will be ilie only person tllat will be practical in the sense of getting solution~ to the practical problems. He pointed out tllat in reforming an old cultme you
have to draw a distinction between basic, underlying, ultimate philosophical conceptions of the person and outmoded
applications of those underlying beliefs.
What this means is tllat effective politics in today's world
must use the methods of what, for a better name, I call
philosophical anthropology. Our foreign statesmen, our
planning boards of our State Departments need to have
men in tllem who study eve1-y nation in tile world tile way
Kluckhohn of Harvard studied the Iavajo, and to make explicit tile basic philosophical beliefs underlying tlleir "law
of status" societies. vVhen you do tllat with respect to a
Buddhist society you find that this Buddhist society is the
compound of two different philosophies, one, tlus '1aw of
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status" philosophy in which one's moral and religious and
other rights and duties are determined by loyalty to one's
family and loyalty to one's tribe. Then if the society is at the
same time Buddhist in its religious beliefs, and this is why I
agree with the two previous speakers, you cannot leave
religion out of this stmy. It is just as important for making
technology efficient in these countries as it is for making
modern contractual, legal, and political systems work. Now
it happens to be the case that in the Buddhist belief system
Buddha repudiated caste, he really repudiated that patriarchal joint family. But without '1aw of contract," you cannot get national unity in '1aw of status" societies without a
privileged first family. The Buddhist belief system is basically democratic because its teaching is that when we know
our own selves with thoroughness, we find that not only are
all individual persons equal, in their ultimate nature they
are, in fact, identical. ow what better basis for democracy
is there than this?
I believe that the art of reforming old, medieval, and
ancient, '1aw of status," family-focused, and tribally-focused
societies, with modern conb·actual, legal, and political
norms, whether those norms be liberal democratic or Marxist Communist, centers in finding in the indigenous belief
system and customs of the foreign people, factors and beliefs, which, while not identical with those of the religion
of our culture, not identical with the philosophy of Locke
and Jefferson, are compatible with it, and then in devising
a political policy which has to be tailor-made to every
different culture.
The way you solve this problem in an Islamic culture
will be radically different from the way you will solve it in
a Buddhist, Asian nation. It means devising a tailor-made
policy which takes the basic concept of Western legal and
political catholic Christian man, catholic Christian man in
the sense of the thesis that all human beings are God's
children. This is the real meaning. I believe that came from
the Stoic Romans into Christianity.
This type of Christianity can go hand in hand with our
liberal democratic Lockeian and Jeffersonian philosophy
combined with the Buddhist concept in the Buddhist culture of the ultimate nature of human nature which happens
to be identical with the divine nature. Then you will be
creating something in those countries, something that isn't
a second or third-rate imitation of the artificial, tinsel, applied-science side of America. You will be creating in those
countries something that is unique in the history of the
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world, a synthesis that combines the ultimate and deepest
and truest in old societies with modem ideas. But in this
process the difficulty is that this old, basic belief system
of Buddhism, which is compatible with the norms of Jeffersonian and Lockeian democracy is fastened in those countries to this '1aw of status."
The technique for meeting this problem is what I have
termed, in a book I have just written, "the wedge technique." "The wedge technique" consists in objectively
studying a particular society with the methods of the cultural anthropologists, getting its basic complex philosophy
out into the open, then driving a wedge between those
traditional beliefs that are compatible with the modern
ideas that the people in these counb·ies are asking for and
those that are not, so that as far as possible we carry the
old living law of those people with us. ow I believe that,
if this technique is followed, the free world can, in a fair
competition with perfectly peaceful means, win out over
the Communist world. I believe that the Communist belief
system with its anti-religious emphasis, and also with its
rejection of the primacy of the freedom of the individual,
will find it very difficult to locate factors in the old living
laws and customs of these people, and in the end may alienate them and drive them away.
Thus, tomorrow's world, in a nutshell, will be the kind of
world we make it. There are no forces in history set up that
are going to decide what it is going to be. Man can put
himself back in control of his life and his society if he faces
its problems objectively, using the methods of cultural
anthropology and sociological jurisprudence, facing the
problems realistically, getting clear in his own mind what in
the old has to go, what in the old is compatible with the
new, and then putting those two compatibilities where they
exist together.
GEORGE BRINTON COOPER
I think you will agree, ladies and gentlemen, that Professor orthrop deserves to be in paperback.
This evening at 8:15 the last session of the Convocation
will start. On that occasion all six of the speakers will sit on
that side of the platform, and on this side of the platform
the dean of Washington correspondents, Mr. James B. Reston, will summarize, interr-ogate, argue with the speakers.
I hope as many as possibly can will attend this evening session. It will be at 8:15 precisely. Thank you.

EVENING

SESSION

Discussion and Summary
they have spent the day in consultation on matters of the
highest interest and concern to every one of us. We are
privileged to be able to share their thoughts.
We hear many conflicting things about the new world
ahead. The pessimists see little but a gray atomic wasteland. The optimists too often express the future simply in
terms of its material promise. We are told that someday
(if all goes well) we shall have disposable clothes, that
meals may be simply a matter of swallowing a pill, and
that we shall take winter vacations on warm neighboring
planets rather than in assau.
But certainly the citizen of tomorrow will be something
more than a person in a one-a-day suit, swallowing his
lunch in a gulp as he hurries to catch the last tourist flight
to Venus. He will be, as he has always been, a social, political, and mystical being. And he will have problems, just
as he has today. His problems may quite possibly be even
more acute than they are now. The world is increasingly
in a hurry, we are more and more crowded together, and the
consequences of our mistakes become ever more severe.
Against this background, convocations such as this become far more than academic exercises. It becomes vitally
necessary that our learned men be called into consultation
in this fashion, on these subjects. Without the benefit of
their thoughtful prognosis we can only remain perplexed
and uncertain in the face of the future.
Earlier today, man and his society in the new world
ahead were given a careful scrutiny by our distinguished
speakers. They are here tonight to present a summary of
what has been said, to discuss it further. But before I
yield this platform to the convocation's presiding officerwho will introduce our moderator and our speakers- there
is one introduction that I have reserved for myself, for
purely selfish reasons of personal friendship and respect.
I am quite sure that Mr. ewton C. Brainard is known to
practically everyone in this audience, and there is no need
for me to elaborate at any embarrassing length on the innumerable contributions he has made to the life of our
Hartford community. We are privileged to have him with
us on this platform, and I introduce him to you simply as
one of our most distinguished citizens, Chairman of the
Board of Connecticut Printers Incorporated, senior member of the Board of Trustees of Trinity College, and the
Honorary Chairman of this Convocation, Mr. Newton C.
Brainard.
At this point, it is again my pleasure to turn this platform
over to the Convocation's presiding officer: George Brinton
Cooper, professor of History at Trinity, Professor Cooper.

Mr. Reston and Professor Cooper discuss summation procedure
before start of evening session.

OSTROM ENDERS
· Distinguished speakers, guests, ladies and gentlemen.
On behalf of Trinity and Trinity Associates, welcome to the
final session of our Convocation: "The New World Ahead:
Interpretation and Prophecy."
I was asked several days ago: "What is a Convocation?"
I have since had the opportunity to look it up and have
learned that the term originally referred to a calling together of clergy to discuss ecclesiastical affairs. However,
although the presence of Bishop Lilje on this platform may
recall this earlier meaning, the term is now more broadly
and more simply used to designate a gathering of learned
men for consultation.
Our meetings here today certainly fit this definition. The
men gathered on this platform are indeed learned. And
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I think that I need not dwell on the tremendous intellectual advantages that have already accrued to the campus
as a consequence of the collection here today of some of
the great thinkers of Western culture. Many of the students
have already begun a relevant discussion of many of the
important points which have been brought up by our distinguished guests.
This evening, the ground rules are going to be rather
simple. Our distinguished guests who are seated at this
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table at your left will first be commented upon by Mr.
James Reston, and then we hope great argument will ensue.
This evening we are privileged to hear someone whom
most of us have to wait to read on Wednesday, Friday, and
Sunday. I am sure that most of us turn to Mr. James Reston's column in the New York Times and there benefit from
the peneb·ating wisdom and wit and analytical powers
which are so characteristic of Mr. Reston. He has a patent,
as you know, on a very mysterious machine called "UniQuack," of which he is the sole owner. He is the only one,
of course, who knows how to work it.
I am sure we have all benefited greatly from the experience and wisdom by which Mr. Reston has removed
quite frequently the curtain on many, many fuzzy thoughts
and many, many fuzzy ideas. Pulitzer Prize winner in 1944,
the winner of numerous press club awards, Mr. Reston is
known, of course, as one of the most distinguished newspaper men of our century, and is certainly the dean of
newspaper men in Washington today. It is with great
pleasure that I present Mr. James B. Reston.
DONALD
0

0

0

B. E

CLEY

0

He was worried about the capacity of the "wolf state,"
not only to educate engineers, but to direct them into the
jobs tl1at ilie state wished iliem to do. He reached this
conclusion, as I understand it: that a society which takes
conscious control of the decision-making process in this
field of knowledge and the direction of knowledge, can
easily have a decisive advantage over one which does not.
This he called the most serious long-tetm challenge to our
power from the Chinese and from the Soviet Union.
Bishop Lilje was concerned with more transcendental
things. He was, perhaps, a little more optimistic ilian Dean
Bundy. But as I understand it, he thinks that our sense of
values is not what it should be. He believes that only by
sb·ong convictions and firmness of faith will the West be
able to prevail over and meet tl1e aggressive ideology of the
Soviet Union.
Professor Rostow dealt with some of the mysteries with
which we as jomnalists in \Vashington have to deal. He
sounded, I thought, rather lugubrious at the beginning,
but insisted at the end that he was really quite optimistic.
evertheless, he also thought tl1at om sense of values was
all wrong, and that we were not putting enough money
into the public sector of om economy, that is to say, into
defense, into education particularly, and putting too much
indeed into things which nourish private indulgence.
Professor Northrop developed a quite different thesis.
As I understand it, what he said is that what we have been
doing with the underdeveloped areas of the world is all
wrong because we do not tmderstand the cultures of these
areas, and that it is quite useless to spend money in aid
of that kind unless we really do understand the difference
between our universal or conb·act state and the tribal or
more primitive state of those areas in other parts of the
world. (I have arranged, incidentally, to keep Professor
Northrop out of Wasllington until the foreign aid bill is
passed.)
Dr. Malik, in one of the most moving addresses I have
ever heard, closed with the following words: "You ask
what is the place of man in the new world ahead? I answer,
that place depends not on technology and how it is going to
develop, nor on security and how it is going to be assured,
nor on education and how it is going to be reformed, nor
on government and how it is going to govern, nor on Emope
and America adjusting themselves to Commmlism and to
the rising East, although all these things are very important, but on how much man is going to forget God, or more

JAMES BARRETT RESTO
First I think that I should thank this panel for what has
been for me a most tmusual experience. I must say it is the
most stimulating discussion I have heard in many days.
Of course, you must realize that I spend most of my time
these days listening to politicians, and if Governor Ribicoff
will forgive me, the substance and syntax of what I have
been hearing in Washington these days is not very high
class. What I am not going to do is to by to summarize
what these remarkable men have said during the morning
and afternoon sessions. Besides, if you live here and you
missed these two sessions, it is your own fault.
However, these gentlemen, as I listened to them, were
talking really about two different things, and I tllink I can
illustrate the difference by telling you a story.
The first question in the English catechism is the same
question as the first question in your income tax retm·n,
namely, "what is your name?" The first question in the
Scottish, or shorter, catechism is quite different. It is, "What
is the chief end of man?" ow as I understand it, in the
morning, Professor Brogan of Cambridge, Dean Bundy of
Harvard, and Professor Rostow of M.I.T. were addressing
themselves primarily to the first question in the English
catechism. They were asking themselve , "'Vhat's wrong
with our political lives?" "What can we do in our approach
to the Soviet Union to win the cold war?," but in the afternoon Dr. Malik and Bishop Lilje were talking about what's
wrong with om souls. This, I think, was the essential difference between the two parts of the program.
ow I may try to outline one or two points before we
get to the questions. As I tmderstand it, Professor Brogan
was disturbed about om impatience, and about the division
of powers witJ1in our Constitution.
Dean Bundy had a variety of points iliat he wished to
make. I will try to summarize them as follows. He was concerned about ilie effect of ilie explosion of knowledge in
the world. He did make a rather disturbing parenthetical
remark, I thought. As he went along he said, "and this
would be true if the world goes on." I am here to assure
him on the authority of our correspondent who knows
about these things that the world is going to go on. Dean
Bundy was afraid that science and freedom may not necessarily be friends in the world of the future. He thought,
for example, that science could be used for wicked ends by
people like Fidel Castro, the Elvis Presley of the Caribbean.
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been learning repudiates and makes impossible any such
total wlification of knowledge and belief. I did not tl1i.nk
fuat ilie fowteen errors which Mr. Malik mentioned were
so much errors, as fractions of trutil, and while I agree fuat
it is extraordinarily difficult for us to live in a world in
which there· is iliis diversity, I tllink it would be pretense
for ilie universities to try to cover it over.

precisely, on how much God is going to forsake man. Since
we know that God has not forsaken man but has, in fact,
come down to his place, I am full of hope for man in the
futme. All hope is hopeless without the certainty of the
intervention of God."
Now that summary I think is a pretty good illustration
of what most of these gentlemen were arguing against- tl1e
lack of accmacy, completeness, and reason. It will serve to
get us going.
ow as to om discussion, there are only two things,
gentlemen, that I would suggest and insist upon, first, that
you be brief, and second, that you be brilliant. I have an
alarm wrist watch, and at 10: 15 it is going to go off. There
is not a single question here that we could not all turn into
a life career, and therefore we must cut off whether or not
you are in the middle of yom favorite sentiments. Thank
you, very much.
0

0

0

Mr. Reston
Professor Rostow, will you comment on tl1at, please?
P·rofessor Rostow
Mr. Malik's question straddles, as it were, tl1e first question of the English and Scottish catechisms. It partly concerns public life, and it partly concerns tl1e deeper values
which make human life woriliwhile and meaningful. Su·addling as it does, and straddling it in a society like oms,
which is not mlified as medieval society was unified around
the Chmch which gave its character to the state and to ilie
university, I think what you must say is something like
this. Leadership, in its widest sense of setting ilie directions
which human life should take, and tl1e values to which man
should aspire, is a highly dispersed quality in our kind of
society. Far and away tl1e most important part of leadership, as the most important part of human life, centers
axound the family and the drama of carrying forward ilie
human xace in reasonable continuity and order.
In our society this may be a simple-minded view, but I
believe our politicians have a very great role as leaders in
setting, in several important dimensions, tile directions and
ilie values of society. Om churches have iliat function , and
ilie universities too. Here I would agree wiili Dean Bundy
that the university, tl1e modern university, is committed
to fue pursuit of b-uth and the fearless and well-poised
emmciation of iliose parts of the trufu that men feel iliey
have hold of. It is in fulfilling that function that the universities must play an important but railier modest role in this
process of leadership.
In short, my reply would be fuat ilie problem of giving
continuing meaning to boili public life and private life in
fue kind of world setting we have been describing puts
some burdens which are eternal burdens - iliey are no
greater for our time than any oilier- on parents, on religious leaders. I think it puts extraordinary burdens on our
political leaders, and exb·aordinary bmdens also on iliose
in ilie mliversities who are caught up in the process of
establishing new pieces of paxtial truili, if you like; but
fue responsibility of tl1e university is in no way unique.
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Professor Cooper
Could I suggest that tl1e members of the panel open up
ilie discussion. You might start witl1 Mr. Rostow, if he cares
to comment.
Mr. Reston
Let me ask him a question. Let me read a statement from
Dr. Malik, and ask Professor Rostow and Dean Bundy to
comment upon it. Dr. Malik said, "You ask what is the
place of man in the new world ahead. I answer, blame the
university if he has no place," and at the end of iliat same
paragraph he remarks, "The salvation of man depends in
part at least upon ilie conversion of the university." Perhaps
it would be more fair to ask Dr. Malik to define what he
means by iliat, and tl1en to get comments from ilie otilers.
Professor Malik
Well, I thought I explained what I meant by it in my
statement. Man looks for leadership from the universities,
and I do not think tl1e universities are providing hinl with
adequate enough leadership. Consequently, he gathers his
ideas from newspapers and newspaper correspondents,
some of whom are perfectly admirable fellows, but all the
same it is not tileir job to give him fundamental leadership. Therefore, tile result is the general state of '1ostness"
that the good Bishop was talking about this afternoon. I
think the tmiversities cannot divest themselves of fundamental responsibility for the intellectual and spiritual tone
of ilie present age, and so long as they continue talking
only about techniques and about methods, wiiliout providing fue fw1damental generic ideas that could move tl1e
minds and hearts of men to do great things in the future, I
fui.nk fuey will be failing man. Therefore, I insist that the
future of man depends in part upon the conversion of the
W1iversity to its right place of giving fundamental intellectual and spiritual leadership to the age.

M1·. Reston
Professor Northrop, do you have anytl1ing to add to tllis?
Professor N 01throp
I don't tl1ink so.
Bishop L-ilje
May I answer?

Mr. Reston
Dean Bundy, would you like to comment upon that?

M·r. Reston
Yes, certainly Bishop.

Dean Bundy
I would naturally share Mr. Malik's view that universities are more important fuan newspapers. I think he is right
also in feeling that in some deep sense fue pattern of intellectual and spiritual commitment which appears in universities will be of great importance. Where I think that
he is wrong is in his belief that what he recommends to fue
universities would be a good tiling for tl1em to do.
He mges a unified, objective, verifiable trutil. My own
conviction is iliat tile whole process of what we have begun
to learn about man and the world and higher values over
tl1is short period of a few fuousand years in which we have

Bishop Lilje
I would agree with what Dr. Bundy said about ilie only
aim of ilie university being ilie pursuit of u-uth. That implies, of course, a complete objectivity of approach, and a
fearlessness, as has been rightly said, to proclaim the findings of this. I do feel, however, that ilie question which Dr.
Malik raised was not quite met by that statement, and I
would like very briefly to say that the one point where I
should like to join hands witl1 Dr. Malik is this- how does
it come iliat such a large part of om intelligentsia has gone
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Professor Northrop
I always need a little time to reflect. There are two remarks I would like to make. First, with respect to what
Dean Bundy has said, and with which I have a great deal
of sympathy, I do think that anyone in any culture tends
to think that there is less monism, if I may be permitted to
use a philosophical word, in his culture than there actually
is. In any given culture you are always conscious of the
differences, and you never realize the systematic doctrine
that you have in common. Now to Latin Americans we look
as if we were all right out of the same philosophical mold.
I think in the same way to the French Americans all look
alike. They think we have a systematic philosophy. Now it
happens to be that this has grown out of the British empirical b·adition and out of American pragmatism, and
this tends to emphasize as a part of its systematic doctrine,
religious, political, and individualistic pluralism, but it is
none the less systematic on this score.
ow the other point that I want to make has to do with
Professor Malik's point, and it has also to do with Mr.
Reston's summary of what I had to say this afternoon. ow
I think I knew that such an interpretation would be put on
it, but it was not the point. I woul~ put the point thi~ way,
and here is where I agree both With Professor Malik and
witl1 Bishop Lilje. If I wanted to put my finger on tlle
major weakness in our present approach, it is that we do
not draw the distinction- and I am going to use British

in for a type of thinking which I would call a non-committal type of thinking? The universities should not too quickly
push aside this critical remark, because the capacity f?r
self-criticism is part of the pursuit of truth. At least we m
our country, in Germany, had this experience, that when
one big political decision was to be made, namely whether
to accept dictatorship or not, there were many people of
university standing who were not able to come to a clear
decision in a situation like that, who went too far in seeing
all sides, or both sides of the picture, and whose sense of
saying "yes" or "no" apparently was not developed enough.
All I want to say is that this should be a question which
the universities as a whole must keep in mind. How can
we avoid, in our objective way of striving for the buth,
ending in some non-committal attitude which in times of
crises may become an opportunistic attitude? Since I
think it impresses any learned audience if one quotes, I
would mention at this time Albert Camus' La Chute (The
Fall), a tremendous description of a person who lost the
capacity to know when to risk one's life. The university
should not be burdened with the exclusive responsibility
for this, but the whole trend of our acade~c teaching and
training should not be too far away from th1s.
Mr. Reston

This has apparently inspired Professor Northrop to make
some remarks.

Mr. Reston in his element: talking to senators- At left, Marvin Peterson
'60 outgoing president of Student Senate; at right, Roger MacMillan
'61; incoming Senate president- Mr. Reston was luncheon guest of
Theta Xi fraternity.
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presence of a Republican Presidellt, I find it hard to think
of any major thing that the President really wanted to do,
that he did not have the power to do, and to do quickly.
One other point, just to provoke you if I may, I have the
impression, and I mean this quite sincerely, that we have
become very English, not Scottish, but English, in our
reaction to the government in the sense that we are now not
second-guessing the government the way we used to, that
we are now putting it in and letting it go, to the point that
I believe the President now has the power, if he so wishes,
to defend Quemoy and Matsu or to abandon them, to mn
a convoy through Helmstedt into Berlin under provocation
or to find reasons for leaving Berlin. Certainly this impression is either wrong, or your thesis is wrong. Now which
would you say was right?

analytic philosophy now to speak in terms of our own
ideology- we have not paid sufficient attention to the distinction between intrinsic and instrumental values. I believe that if our politics has been weak, it is because we
suppose that you can answer intrinsic or goal value questions with instrumental value expertness.
The point of my remarks was not- I did not have time
to go into this matter- was not that economic aid is not
wise- if I were in Washington, I would urge the Senators
to give it- or that military aid isn't necessary. If you read
my books on Marxism, I think I hold my own with anybody
on the importance of that. The point was this: that political
questions require political answers, the reason being that
politics and law have sentences which contain words like
"murder," "guilty," "criminal." Now you don't find such
"ought'' words in either economic science or military science, and this means that you require expertness in making
decisions about alternative goal values or intrinsic values.
The point isn't that economic aid or military aid are not
necessary, but political problems require political answers,
and politics and law are dealing with normative goal value
questions. Every political system and every legal system
is not a description of what man is. It is a thesis about what
man ought to be; otherwise there is no such thing as guilt,
there is no such thing as being a criminal. You have to
answer intrinsic goal value questions with goal value answers.
At this point I believe that Professor Malik's thesis is
right. If you look at the curricula of our universities and
look at the courses in our secondary schools, you will find
that there is an overwhelming emphasis on skill in the instrumental value subjects, but very little emphasis on the
philosophical norms of our own political and legal systems,
on normative goal value philosophy. The plain fact is that
the Supreme Court of our own counb-y is divided into two
camps over what the philosophical meaning of the American legal system is. I believe this goes back in a major way
to om universities where our social scientists have put emphasis on fact-finding which answers "is" questions . Our
cmricula are short all through the high schools and even
into our universities on the methods and the alternative
theories for answering "ought" questions.
My thesis this afternoon was not that economic and military aid are not necessary. I will agree with anybody on the
necessity for both of them. But they are always relative to
a theory about the good man, the man that "ought" to be,
and the society that "ought" to be. I believe Professor Malik
is right when he says that these questions have been shoved
into a secondat-y place in our educational curricula and
that om universities have a grave responsibility for this
state of affairs.

Professor Brogan
Well, I shall begin by a counter-offensive. You have misquoted the shorter catechism, which is a very serious offense. The shorter catechism, which is called the Scottish
catechism, was entirely written by Englishmen. This is a
plea.

In the evening session audience: left to right, Robert S. Morris
'16 and Karl W. Hallden '09, Life Trustees, and Mr. and Mrs .
Alfred C. Fuller of West Hartford

Well, what I feel about this is that first of all there has
been in the climate of opinion in Washington, in the last
nearly eight years, a disposition to avoid decisive action.
The question, as I was talking, was of the futme. I didn't
doubt for a moment that the President, as Commander-inchief, has the power to defund Quemoy and Matsu. In fact,
it was very strange he should have asked for the power to
defend them.
What I had in mind was the frame of mind in which,
both in the White House and in Congress, the presidential
responsibility has been minimized. That resolution seems to
me an example of this. It didn't do any ha1m. It didn't do
any good, but it reflected what I thought was a dangerous
frame of mind in the President who believes in this theorv
of the division of powers more than Woodrow Wilson did,
for example. That is one thing, and the same is b·ue of
Helmstedt. There is no doubt that as Commander-in-chief
he can send a convoy to Helmstedt. He can do much more
than that.
But I was concerned with the problem that Dr. Bundy
was concerned with, the question of speed. The world is
accelerating in a very dangerous way. It accelerated very
rapidly in South Mrica this morning, for example. The
degree to which the view may be found in newspapers, in

Mr. Reston
This morning Professor Brogan made the following comment. He said the Constitution of 1789 and the Constitution of 1960 are alike, but the society to which they applied
or apply differ profoundly. He went on to say that in the
modern world a predominant executive is a fact which cannot be avoided. If it is avoided, the state that avoids it
cannot compete. There must be a concenb·ation of authority in a few hands if the political methods of the West
are to compete with the new political methods of the Communist bloc. Professor Brogan, may I make an observation
and ask a question?
I have an impression that there has been a great change
in this country on this point. Woodrow Wilson went to his
grave, it is true, believing that the power of public opinion
and the division of this government were so great that never
again would a major treaty go through the Senate. And yet
when I think back on the last eight or ten years, even
though we have had three Democratic Congresses in the
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commentators, in political textbooks, in both houses of
Congress, and I say above all in the White House, in which
the search for a consensus before anything is done may be
dangerous, because it may involve something which has to
be done very, very qukkly. It is not a question only of
legal power. Woodrow Wilson and Warren G. Harding had
the same powers, but they had very different concepts of
what they did with those powers .
I would like to see a restoration in th e executive government of what I would call a high prerogative view of th e
Presidency, because I believe there are quite often going to
be crises in which a president must be prepared to act very
quickly, simply because if he does not act very quickly,
whatever he does is sme to be wrong. H e may be wrong,
of course, if he does act very quickly. But quite certainly
there will be intense acceleration of technical progress.
Dr. Bundy made the point this monling that for many of
these questions only half a dozen p eople know the answers,
ever can know the answers, and they are not in Congress.
Nobody, I think, who really knows the modern world
thinks the system which could produce a certain congressional committee chairman - and Mr. Reston knows that
system better than I do- is adequate for 1960, or will b e
adequate for 1961 when things are much more Lkely to b e
worse than better as far as the need for speed is concerned.
I think the year 1961 is going to b e speedier than 1960,
and I should hope that whoever is elected in ovember of
this year will have what I would call a high prerogative
idea of what th e Presidency is about, and will take th e
Lincolnian view that he is especially commission ed to preserve the Republic. If he does that, he is sure to 1un into
conflicts with members of Congress, including important
members, who seem to me to have a very natural resentment- I have heard it expressed- at th e fact that no
longer, for example, can the treaty-making power of the
Senate be considered of the first importan ce b ecause so
many things have to be done now. There has not been a
peace b·eaty yet, fifteen years later. I don't think that on e
of om chief b·oubl es is no peace b·eaty.
I think the Senate resents a decline in its power of independent action in foreign affairs, which I think is absolutely inevitable for the technological reasons which Dr.
Bundy gave. This is regrettable. Practically everything in
the modern world is regrettable. Our busin ess is to notice
these facts. The Federalist does not say anything about the
power to send a satellite around th e moon without consulting any congressional committee. That is the temper
of much political discussion in Washington. It is not the
text of the Constitution which worri es me, but the feeling
that things can wait a long time.
I will give you another example. I am not at all certain ,
and less certain than I was yesterday, that tl1e United States
can go on postponing decisions about segregation for another ten years, let us say. An emin ent colleague of yours
told me that it would take at least ten years for tl1e idea
of compliance to enter th e minds of everybody in Georgia.
I don't think the United States has ten years, even in
Georgia.

political sbuchtre, but depends on the use which is put to
the whole political machin e we have within tl1at sbuchu·e
of which the President is th e commander. If you talk about
innovation in our society at any level of nation al policy,
the innovator must be the President. The President has
enormous powers as an innovator, or an anti-innovator. He
can stop change just as well as he can initiate it. If he
wants to act, of course, he does not do it all himself.
We are a marvelously complicated society. At every
level of every town in the country there are whole sets of
voluntary associations with th eir leaders, who really are
tl1 e leaders of the community quite outside tl1e formal
political sb·ucture; and increasingly we are behaving like
a continental township. The groups meet togetller. The
Rockefeller Brotllers' panel reports were a good example.
There are many otllers - tlle leaders of tlle labor groups,
tlle farm groups, tlle women's groups, the religious groups,
know each other- tlla t is anotller level in our society.
Th en tllere is tl1 e level tl1at Mr. Reston and some of his
confreres influence, that is, the tlloughtful people throughout tllis counb·y who have no formal place, but whose yea
or nay is terribly important. Then above it all tllere is tlle
Congress. The way the President has to move is to do
what any leader has to do. H e has to take a step in the dark.
These lonely steps in tlle dark are the essence of leadership
whetl1er it is in a Boy Scout b·oop or a counby. If he steps
off in the dark, having done his homework, he will find
a tremendous support for him all over tllis counb·y
among others who have watched th e issue develop . There
will be a majority consensus tllat will back him . In tlle
framework of tllat majority consensus, tllen, the Congress
feels free to move on issues on which, if the President doesn't
speak, tlley feel very vuln erable. I have faitll tl1at, even
under the pace of innovation required of us, this machine
wluch we have evolved- and it has evolved very rapidly
in om society as our society has become less fractioned
socially and closer togetller regionally - tllat this machin e
could be used very swiftly and effi cientl y if th e President
decides to be an innovator.
Mr. Reston
Professor Brogan, you said a little while ago tl1at tlle
pace of executive action in 1961 was going to be faster tllan
in 1960. Do you have any insid e informa tion about this?
Professor Brogan
No, I simply looked into my crystal ball. I think tlle
abnosphere will change in Washington for various reasons,
including the change of achml adminisb·ation. I have that
in mind. I also have in mind tl1e fact tllat it seems to me tlle
number of important decisions is not going to diminish. I
am thinking of the psychological shock the first time, for
example, that any man goes into outer space. I do not say
whether it will be an American or a Russian, and I am not
talking of tll e prestige question. I am just talking of the
shock to tlle world of getting outside this eartll for tl1e
first time in human history. This may seem remote. I don't
think it is remote. In a world of tllat kind, appeals to what
Madison said, and appeals to what tlle Supreme Court
dissenters said, and appeals to what Montesquieu said,
will not only be irrelevant, but tlley will look conlically irrelevant, alarnlingly irrelevant, and tll e sooner this is accepted the b etter.
I won't mention tlle distinguished jomnalist who spends
a great deal of his time and my patience in elaborate
arguments about tlle Constitution and so on. I am all in
favor of the Constitution. It is an interesting document. It
is a valuable document, but tl1e Constih1tion isn't simply
a division of powers as laid out in the text. It is a whole
animating spirit. The Constitution of tlle United States is
not m erely tlle document as this cohunnist pointed out. It

Mr. Reston
Professor Rostow, would you pick that up? Is tl1 e question here whether there is any fatal weakness in the Constitution, or is the question the definition of the use of presidential power?
Professor Rostow
I think it is the use of the whole political machinery
rather than the constitutional sb·uchu·e. By the whole
political machinety I mean the full engine which moves
our society forward . I think tl1e pace of innovation in our
society politically does not depend on changes in our
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afternoon, or half past six in the afternoon, and tl1e fo!Jowing morning tl1e Marin es did arrive in Lebanon . But if I
remember correctly, he had talked quite extensively with
lead ers in Congress in ili e afternoon of that day. In general,
from the little I know about th e Constitution of th e U11ited
States, I would not clare talk much about it before iliese
great distinguished auiliorities on ili e subject. I would say,
from the little I know, I agree wiili your ili esis iliat the
President can move ve1y fast, and the Constitution is
fl exible enough , elasti c enough , adaptable enough to enable the executive to move if he wants to move. Sometimes he doesn't want to.

is a living body and a corpus of amendments. I think one
of the amendments the world is adopting is that for certain
purposes the President of the United States must be able
to act, and what is more, should be J?repared to act even
without consultation, because he cloesn t get the time.
The fact remains that the number of people who know
enough about the real resources of the United States to
make a decision is very small, and none of them, so far as
I know, is in either house of Congress. ow if I were a
Senator, I should resent this . I am not a Senator, I merely
observe it. I think the senatorial resentment- you get the
same kind of resentm ent among th e back-benchers in the
English Parliament- that resentment is very human, but
I think it is something that has to come under the conditi6ns whkh exist in the modern world, that is, a degree of
trust. I, for example, am much more willing to give any
president the benefit of the doubt than many of my friends
are, not only because he knows more, but because he must
be given tllis trust. To go back to what Dr. Rostow said,
he must be given tl1e feeling he will b e supported, tl1at
Ius good faitl1 and confidence will be taken for granted.
This is a world in which an awful lot of stuff I , myself,
have written seems to me now purely of historical interest.
It dates from a horse and buggy age, as F.D.R. has said.
It is not even tllat. It is Ston e Age, in some ways, compared
with ilie world which, to go back to Dr. Bundy's point,
is changing with a speed which no amount of university
sermonizing will change. The world in which we live has
been really b"ansformed in startling and daring ways. I am
against all this, but I am not asked about it. I just know
that it happens .

Mr. R eston
I iliought until the very end there you were sounding a
little wistful for more checks and balances.
Could I ask Bishop Lilje and Dr. Malik a more plulosophical question? Th e Americans on tllis pan el have been
d ealing to a large extent witl1 tl1e immediate problems of
politics, politics in this counby, and in its relations with
other counb·ies of th e world, and wiili ilie techniques of
aclueving political objectives. You , Dr. 1Ialik and Bishop
Lilje, have been dealing with tl1ese more fundam ental
problems of the human personality and tl1e ends of our
society, and what kind of peopl e we are. Now looking at
us from ilie outside of this counb·y, what is your iliought
about that? Are we too preoccupied wiili ilie day-to-day,
witl1 ili e journalistic view of the world, and not enough
wiili the ends of life?
Bishop Lilje
By invitation of Dr. Malik I start first, tl1ough I think
he nlight be better equipped to answer this .
I would say iliat I would not take it upon me, I would
consider it presumptuous, to answer the question sb·aight. I
do not know enough about th e actual attitude of the American public. I feel, however, that I know a great many, and
to my mind a surprisingly great many people who, let me
put it tllis way, realize the importan t role which the nited
States has to play in the present international political si tuation. And since you ask me, sir, I may be quite frank and
say as one who likes to come to tllis counb·y, and who has
had tlle privilege to visit it in tl1e decade after tl1 e war, that

Mr. Reston
And still, isn't it true, Dr. Malik, tl1at the Constitution
did not in any way limit ilie speed wiili which ilie President, wheilier rightl y or wrongl y, landed a division of
Marines in your counb·y?
Professor Malik
'Veil, I see you want to drag me out because I was sitting back quietly. I expected it.
It is quite b·ue what you said. I tl1ink the President d ecided on a certain 1onday about seven o'clock in the
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that the mere fact that the political aspects of the problems
of the future were so predominant in the debates this morning and this afternoon in the minds of the great American
spokesmen who spoke here. That shows how much the
world political responsibilities are on the minds of the
thinking and responsible American men and women today.
But I quite agree that there is another aspect to this
problem, the aspect, namely, that much more than that is
required. What is needed, I think, is a deep searching into
the mind and heart of the American soul as to where it
stands in the future. I have the feeling that, despite everything, the fundamental presupposition of much that has
been said here today is that America will continue enjoying its isolation in the future. It will only dispense to the
rest of the world its techniques, its system, its presidential
system, the "wedge method" that Professor Northrop was
talking about. All these things are to be done from the outside while America remains completely intact in its own
spirit, in its own development and completely protected.
Now I submit to you that that is not good enough. The
man in India in the future, or in China, or in the Middle
East, or in Africa, is not going to let you get away with
that. He is going to weigh you in the balance with other
people. He is going to examine what being an American is,
not only what comes out of America by way of systems and
techniques, in methods and money, and automobiles, and
all that sort of thing. He may very well make use of all
these things and still hate you, and still not like you. That
is the fundamental thing. When he thinks of the Russian,
well, he compares him with you. ow I know that in any
fair comparison you would certainly come out on top, but
are you giving yourselves the opportunity to be fairly compared with the Russians?
There are, I am told by Russian leaders, two million
young men today in Russia studying foreign languages.
How many Americans are studying foreign languages?
How many of you care to do this? There is much greater
interest in Russia than there is in this country in the cultures that Professor Northrop was talking about this afternoon, in the cultures of Asia and Africa. All that sense of
being sufficient unto yourselves spiritually and intellectually
is not enough. You are on the spot now as human beings,
not only as producers of techniques, money, products, and
systems. In the future the American character, the American mind, the American person, the American being is
going to be studied and compared with other characters
and minds and beings. It is this aspect of the question
which should also be kept in mind. I think it would be
utterly unfair to expect of a country like this, with its background and with its institutions, a faster rate of development than it has gone through during the last fifteen years,
but I completely agree with Mr. Brogan that the future is
going to be much harder upon all of us than the past.

I feel, really, that you have a group of people who know
how much depends upon what way the United States
chooses in international politics.
I am not the man to say whether your machinery is
working quickly enough in this. I only know the general
buth, that it always may be a weakness of a too formalistic democratic system that some people think they
have the right to prevent others by parliamentary methods
from doing the reasonable thing. That is not a question of
whether the President is equipped, but whether the people
who are part of the machinery are equipped for the task
they have to fulfill.
I would also say that I see a growing sense of responsibility in international affairs, and in a few cases I would say
people over here are more aware of the implications of
singular cases, political cases, and how they are involved
in international politics. Now this may not be a straight
answer, but may I add a hearty wish at the end, sir, and
say I wish, because this is so important, that the people of
the United States might live more and more up to the
great task, the great responsibility that includes the expectation of people who may criticize you in other parts of
the world, but possibly do so because they do expect so
much from the lead which you should take in the present
world situation.
Mr. Reston
Dr. Malik.
Professor Malik
Strictly from the point of view of real world responsibilities, it may be fairly said that this country is about
fifteen to twenty years old, twenty years old since this
counby entered the second World War. ow twenty years
are not enough in the life of a counby, not even under
the accelerating speeds of modem development, for the
people to mature enough, and therefore to play its role
fully enough in world responsibility.
The British were mixed up with the world for hundreds
of years, the French for all their history because they lived
right there in the Mediterranean. Russians have been a part
of the world ever since, well, they have been mixed up with
the rest of the world for four hundred years. Muscovite
diplomacy is a great by-word in international affairs. They
and the Austro-Hungarians were very expert in their diplomacy long before the Revolution. I think it was somebody today, maybe it was Professor Brogan, who mentioned
that Russia would have been industrialized anyway whether
or not Marx was introduced there.
So all these countries had this tremendous world experience behind them. They fought wars, they were occupied,
they occupied other counb·ies, they had agents all over the
place, they were mixed up with these other people, they
learned the languages. Their own people are made up of
people who are racially and culturally continuous with the
peoples around them.
ow what can one fairly expect from a great country like
the United States that had been isolationist until twenty
years ago and felt completely protected by two oceans and
two poles and did not need the rest of the world, economically and in other ways, a country whose whole mentality,
outlook, background, and attitude is to be sufficient unto
itself? I personally think that the degree of maturation
which has happened in this country during the last twenty
years is nothing short of miraculous. I do not know of any
people, be they British or Russian or French or any other
people, who could have moved as fast as this country has
in showing their really great world responsibility during
the last few years. That must be kept in mind, in all fairness.
I have watched this group in Washington and elsewhere
for the last fifteen years, and I find it most encouraging

Professor Rostow
Scotty, may I add a word to that?
Mr. Reston
Yes, certainly, Walt.
Professor Rostow
I wonder if it is too much to expect of Americans? Our
country was founded and projected itself to the world not
as the purveyor of new gadgets or of techniques. It was
founded and projected itself to the world as the creator of
a political system. It "married up" elements from the
British and the French traditions, traditions, if you like, of
Locke and the Enlightenment, and we built our nation on
this piece of handsome real estate, not on a common race
or religion, or even continuity of physical location. We
built it on this common commitment: to be loyal to a way
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Professor Northrop
The peasants, yes. The vast majority of the people were
still living in that type of society.

of solving problems, a way of dealing with human beings,
which in the beginning was recognized by ourselves and
by the world as having a meaning beyond our own shores.
That was the old tradition, and in a way it has never
left us. It is not only since 1940 that we have been actively
in the world. It is now more than a half-century since we
had Teddy Roosevelt, and Mr. Root, and then Mr. Wilson
who projected another different approach to the world.
In my view it is not sufficient to tell Americans that this
is all very new and that we have done rather well. Our
fundamental tradition has been an association with the common cause of humanity and the common cause of human
freedom, and this is what we built this society around. It
is the only thing which truly unites us. It is now at least
six decades since we left the umbrella of Washington's
Farwell Address.
The reason I say 'this is not simply to moralize to Americans as to whether we should have done better or worse.
It is because every relationship on which our future depends links to our commitment as a nation whether it is a
new set of relationships with Western Europe and Japan ,
which is a relatively easy thing to do, whether it is a new
set of relationships with the undeveloped areas, which is
more difficult, or that extraordinarily searching relationship
that we must have with the Russians, where we must at the
same time deal with them at one level as a potential mortal
enemy, and in another dimension as fellow inhabitants of
this small planet and fellow members of the human race. In
all of these dimensions our salvation as a society of human
beings depends upon our operating not merely with money
and techniques, which we need, but in a newly dedicated
loyalty, not to involvement in the world since 1940, but in
a rededication to the principles upon which our society was
set up.

Mr. Reston
Did they not, though, master the machinery that you
talked about rusting in the fields for lack of understanding?
Professor Northrop
Again, what you find in the Soviet Union, from way back
in the Czarist regime, is that they had top-notch mathematicians and mathematical physicists and top-notch engineering schools. The Soviet took over all those institutions.
ow another very interesting fact is that two things went
into Russia from Constantinople. One was Greek Orthodox
Christianity and the other was Roman Stoic contractual
law. These have been in the Russian tradition.
All that Lenin had to do was to fill in that law of contract
with Marx's philosophical content. He didn't have to start
from scratch as Mao had to start, with respect to law of
conb·act.
This was first called to my attention by Dr. Belaunde,
Dr. Malik's successor as the president of the United ations General Assembly. He said that, in his exchanges with
the ambassadors of the Soviet Union to the United ations,
the thing that most surprised him about their behavior was
the way that they went out of their way to make everything
that they did fall under the letter of the law. There was
legalistic mentality in them that you would not have
thought would have been there from their Marxist philosophy. You would have thought they would have dealt
more in materialistic and technological terms, and not
taken the verbal positive legalities of the situation as seriously as they did. And he asked, "What do you think is the
cultural background for that?" Well, neither of us knew at
the time, but I believe that this is the answer- that law of
conb·act from Justinian, along with Greek Orthodox Christianity, went into the Russian system. If you think about it,
some of the top legal themists of Western law were Russian before the Soviet Revolution, so that they had those
materials to work on. I think Lenin simply took over that
entire legal and educational system and just filled it in with
Marxist philosophical content.

Mr. Reston
This afternoon Professor Northrop developed what I
thought was a fascinating thesis. I can't do justice to it
but perhaps I can get him going on it. As I understand his
point, it was that unless we go into Asia and Mrica and
other parts of the world similar to those two continents
\vith a wholly new and more fundamental approach of
teaching them certain philosophies and mathematics upon
which our society is based, we cannot expect them to use
the implements or understand the ideas of the Western
world. Now I would ask Professor Northrop if he would
correct that probably false definition of what he said and
answer one thing for me about it.
How would Japan of a hundred years ago fit into this
thesis of yours? Were they not a "status society," and did
they not master the use of machinery without these basic
philosophical and mathematical skills?

Mr. Reston
Can I find out whether all Yale men agree about this?
What about you, Dean Bundy?
Dean Bundy
Well, I don't have the competence to get into a debate
with Professor orthrop on this point, but since you asked
me for a short answer, I will say, "No, I do not agree with
him." I really don't think the notion of progress from status
to contract, a great and remarkable notion in comparative
law when Sir Henry Maine advanced it, is adequate as a
single line of division of the societies of the modern world.

Professor Northrop
That is a very interesting question. India's former ambassador to Communist China, and now to France, pointed
out in a book that the first Westerners to land in the southwest islands of Japan were from Portugal and the Netherlands, and that the etherlanders brought in the basic
mathematical and physical treatises of Europe, that there
is a continuous tradition in Japan of studying those, and
that when the Imperial University of Japan was modernized this basic form theory went into the curriculum. The
opposite happened in the University of Peking.

Mr. Reston
You wouldn't argue, however, that it would do us any
harm to learn a little more about these areas before we go
in there, would you?
Dean Bundy
o, I think precisely that learning more would suggest
that these divisions are not quite so simple.

Mr. Reston
Do you regard the Soviet Union as a "status society?"
Was it, forty years ago?

Mr. Reston
Professor Brogan, have you- -
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motives were not made by wage slaves. They couldn't be.
The American locomotive or car or tank represented to ilie
skilled Russian worker, who is not a Marxist necessarily,
represented a society which could not .be like tpe picture
given it by the government, because 1t couldn t produce
these iliings if it was.
..
I think Americans ought to be much less ambitious, send
fewer steel mills and more wells, seed, and spades when it
comes to that. Every good American tool iliat goes abroad
carries with it the overtones of a different society which
interests people. It is not only a question of gimmicks, not
only a question of Elvis Presley or color televis.iOJ~. A. new
American tool is a thoughtful toy, arouses cunos1ty m all
the world, and sometimes that curiosity is intelligent. I have
known Africans who are very intelligent about this. They
know for example, in Ghana iliat the plural family is an
imme~1se handicap to running a civil service. Every civil
servant in Ghana has twenty or tltirty dependents.
It seems to me that speed is very important here, and
one African I have talked to, particularly one exb·emely
bright Ashanti pupil of my wife's and mine, are very conscious of the two tltings. Ashanti society must be b·ansformed in more than having cars, and so on. What he teaches
these people is not English, but Greek. This is what, I must
say, an American reproached me for - 0e British government leading the Ghmtians away by havmg a professor of
Greek. I said iliey chose him themselves. They send him to
Cambridge every year. It is the Ghana government which
wants Greek taught in Ghana, not tl1e British government.
I think iliat shows a sense of values in tile Ghana government which makes me hopeful tllat they will take over more
than how to rw1 a b'actor, iliat they will take over some of
tlle ideas which are valuable.
One very last point. The opposition to ilie monopolistic
character of 1 krumah comes from ilie lawyers, it comes
from the judges, all of whom are egroes. I am not going to
be so pessimistic as Dr. orthrop, because I think more of
our ideas have got into tlle blood stream tllan he is willing
to allow for.

Professor Brogan
Yes, I agree with Dean Bundy. For e~ample, take ~e
Japanese case. The point I am puzzled by 1s that the Jeswts
and the Portuguese went to China at the same time they
went to Japan. Why didn't the Chinese ask for mathematical books? The Japanese asked for these books. Why
didn't the Chinese, who had Jesuit mathematicians with
them, learn anything from them? Conceit is my answer. I
think conceit is a great national force.
A friend of mine has just come back from China, an ol?
China hand. He said the most terrifying thing there now JS
the combination of old Chinese conceit and the Marxist
conceit. This doubles the dose, and this is what frightens
him so much. I agree with Dr. orthrop. I have said it myself, only not nearly so well, that the idea that yo';! export
techniques without exporting ideas, is nonsense. Qu~te often
if you export the gimmicks or the techmques, the 1deas go
with them. Otherwise, they don't work.
I am not quite so pessimistic about the people learnin!S to
run b·actors, although it is a slow business, be~ause Ind1ans
have learned to run a lot of things. Also, Indians have far
more mathematicians now than the Chinese have. Some of
the greatest mathematicians of modern times are Indian ..I
think there is something more complicated than that, and 1t
is something in ti·adition.
I think the Japanese gained a great deal from being less
conceited than either Chinese or Indians, or, if you like,
they are less superior people, less original people. It is a
curious point that, so far as I know, until very recently no
Asiatic except a Japanese ever received a obel Prize. The
Japanese instance of picking up in~ependently. tl1e Western
techniques and keeping a lot of basJC Japanese 1deas, tl1ough
not particularly specific Buddhist ones, has fascinated me
since I was a child. I talked witl1 some of the people who
have gone out from Glasgow, to tlleir first imperial technical college.
This is a very complicated basic idea of Professor orWop's, the idea, and I have heard this suggested, that you
can export the whole of the American system, the PTA, the
Four-H Clubs, car washing on Sunday- the great religious
rite- and so on. I think that this may be dangerous. My
wife, who works in Africa, has strong views about it, but I
am a little more optimistic. I think the exporting of tile
political ideas is more difficult. I think Owen Lattimore
made a sensible remark when he said it was easier, this was
tltirty years ago, to explain to a Chinese an internal combustion engine tllan tl1e limited liability of a company, and
I think tllat is true.
I think one of tile tltings about India which makes me
more hopeful, and is one of the points which Dr. ortllrop
might have brought out, is that India is ilie only Asiatic
country which has had for a long time a Western legal system. The rulers of India are lawyers, not soldiers (I am not
talking of Pakistan). The rulers of India are lawyers who
have I tllink assimilated tile Western legal b·adition after
a hu;1dred y~ars of British rule.
I registered my remark that I doubted we could export
American political institutions as easily as tl1e United States
Information Service thinks, or professors tl1ink, but if you
send ilie techniques and tl1ey take root, and tile people
want to master internal combustion engines, as they often
do, they ask themselves questions about it.
I remember hearing Averill Harriman say, when he came
back hom Russia in 1944 where he had been as ambassador, iliat he had learned much more as Lend-Lease Administrator ilian as ambassador. Also, he saw results when he
used to go up to Archangel to see Lend-Lease convoys corning in. He said to see skilled Russian workers taking an
American locomotive and making it run was of immense
value because iliese skilled workers knew iliat these loco-

Mr. Reston
Dr. Malik, did you have sometlling you wanted to say on
tl1is?
Professor Malik
I wanted to say something about Dr. Nortlu·op's position,
about the difficulty of b·ansferring technological civilization
from one culture to another witl1out tl1e antecedent b·ansfer
of ilie scientific theory wltich created that technological
civilization wiiliout ripening ilie mind and tl1e society of
the new culture and maturing it with scientific ilieory,
theory in the Greek sense of ilie te1m of apprehending the
laws of nature and relating ilie mind in its ilieoretical aspect
to sense experience. I tltink that iliesis of Dr. Norfurop's is
sound.
I believe iliat you cannot artificially graft upon an alien
culture the mere technological products, techniques or
machinery, or the culture tllat produced these techniques,
because products express a whole spiritual b·adition behind
tllem. An American automobile is not just an automobile
that one rides in. An American automobile expresses Pyiliagoras, Euclid, and ewton. An American automobile is ilie
condensation of hundreds of years of theoretical, scientific
experimentation, and how tl1at can be b'ansferred to a new
culture is a very difficult matter.
So I think tllat side of ilie contention is quite sound, but
iliere is one missing iliing iliat I have not yet seen fully
sb'essed, namely, why should tlle new culture feel at all impelled to learn even tile scientific theory, let alone tile technological perfections of tile oilier culture. In order to arouse
it to intellectual curiosity so as to seek tltis secret of scien-
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tific creation which is theory, research, and science, to arouse
it, to seek it and want it, you have to touch its spirit. You have
to touch its national purpose. You have to give it an over-all
idea. You have to inspire it with something much more profound than either the technique or the theory, and that is
why some of the Communists are succeeding more than the
Westerners. They give them an ideology. ow I would be
very sorry if some of my colleagues here should mean that
all the ideology that the West can transport to these other
cultures is the legal system, including its scientific themy
and technology.
Tow the Russians' goal was much more than that. They
have that. But they go with the view of man, why he lives
here, why he should work for the future. They go with a
theory about matter, about human society, about government, about everything in life. ow tllis is very important.
If you really are seeking to compete with these people on
the level on which they are working, which is firing the
souls of these masses of Asia and Mrica with a national
purpose, with a human purpose, and not only with a scien-

tific and technological purpose, then you have to touch
their minds, their souls. You have to fire them there. You
have to discover the secret that these men are seeking and
to fire them with it. It is then that they will begin to seek
science and seek the legal system, and pelfect it. Othetwise,
they have been happy for the last six thousand years, and
they will go on for another six thousand years, unless you
really touch them at that point.
So is seems to me that over and above the techniques and
the systems of government and theory that have been suggested, the heart of Asia and Africa, that is, the national
purpose and the human purpose of these people, ought to
be touched and fired, and until then, unless that happens, I
am afraid that the West will be fighting a relatively losing
battle.

Mr. Reston
Gentlemen, I am going to impose my shallow journalistic
mind on you at tl1e ve1y end for a simple question. It is the
tenth day of ovember of 1960. The new President of the

Following his TV appearance, Bishop Lilie hur-ried back to the campus
to deliver the 11 o clock sermon. Here, prior to service, he chats with
Trinity Chaplain]. Moulton Thomas.
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In the underdeveloped areas we have all the bases now
laid, I think, for putting economic development aid, which
is now only about sixteen percent or so of our total aidmost of om aid is military aid - onto an international basis
on a 50-50 split with Western Emope and Japan. That
would be a great enterprise. It is well within the grasp
of diplomacy if the next President wants to do it. And that,
for the first time, would give the underdeveloped areas a
feeling that foreign exchange isn't their bottleneck if they
are serious about their problems at home. Because only they
can do the job in the end; but we do need somewhat enlarged economic development aid.
Then there is a whole array of problems with Western
Emope. What I would say is that there are, three great
mbrics under which we have to deal with the world in
which we need presidential energy and leadership. One,
we are going to get om house in order at home. Two, we
are going to bring together again, on a unified basis, the
free world alliance, uniting this triangular group, ourselves,
Western Emope, and the underdeveloped areas, in a new
relationship if we can. And from this base, three, we are
going to confront the Russians with patience and with
concrete proposals, as we have never done before, with the
vision of what peace would be like. Roughly, those are the
three broad dimensions of the task. And in my view, in
addition to rhetoric, vision, talent, and idealism, they are
going to take some money.

United States invites you into his room. Let us bring this
down to cases. What specifically and practically do you say
to him that you would like to see done in this society to
bring about the changes and to remove the criticisms which
we have made here today. You have just written a book on
this, Professor Rostow, why don't you start?

Professor Rostow
I think I'd say, "Boss, you've got a problem! You've got
to get the federal budget up by about ten billion dollars, and
perhaps taxes too." It depends on what the situation is in
terms of the level of employment. I will come back to that
if you'd like, but, of comse, the things we have been talking about today have a great deal more substance than
money. I think we are a society which has been accumulating problems and to a certain degree substituting rhetoric
and short-term emotional satisfactions smrounding those
problems for action. I think the essence of what any one of
the candidates who succeeds will face is something like this.
He knows that at home there are a whole set of directions in which we have been living off capital. We have
been living off capital in the centers of om cities, in education, in roads. We have been building jets without building
the airfields and the electronic controls. We have been letting the railways run downhill. We have a lot of capital
development and maintenance to do, which comes to rest
on budgets. Abroad we have a whole array of things to do,
some of which cost money, and some of which don't. The
reason I began with money is because I think that that is
the way a number of presidential candidates in both parties
think of the operational part of their job. I think without
facing up to that we will get only very short-term satisfactions.
Now the other part of what I think the next President
must do is to go to the country and very candidly to talk
about a whole set of issues at home, in which he says in
essence, "Look, we are a rich society, we've willed a big
expansion in population. We have a whole set of things to
do which we can afford to do, which will improve the quality of this society." Some of those things, notably with
respect to education and increased productivity, we have to
do. Education is not only the basis of om culture and om
democracy, but it is about the most productive form of investment in om society, economists have now concluded as
they look back over the last fifty years.
So I think what you are going to get is an extension, if all
goes well, of a kind of enterprise you can find actually in
the heart of any city in this country, the sort of spirit that
you can see in my old home town of ew Haven, or in
Philadelphia, or in St. Louis, where people have said, "We
have a job to do," and on a local basis they have done it. I
think in one sense we are going to see a national bam-raising of the kind we have seen in a lot of om cities.
Abroad the issues are more complicated because they
demand, for example, simultaneously reducing some of
the risks of the arms race but at the same time beginning
to mobilize a much higher proportion of om talent to face
up to what an arms control system would really look
like. We have been drafting proposals for the control of
armaments, but there are a tremendous number of concrete
problems, if we are serious about it, on which we haven't
done staff work. We haven't done anywhere near the staff
work on the problem of control of armaments that we have
done on armaments itself, and you don't automatically get
results in one field by working in the other. So that on the
arms race I think we have to hedge om risks a bit, and that
costs money. Then we have to do something that doesn't
cost money, which is to mobilize om best minds in the
natural and social sciences, to produce better, more persuasive and more concrete programs of what an arms control system would look like.

Mr. Reston
Professor Northrop.
Professor Northrop
I think we need to get our deepest goal-value ideals
which are Judaic Christian religious, Stoic Roman contractual law, modern philosophy, and Greek mathematical physics, and that whole mentality, the whole theory of the good
and the beautiful and the true into the forefront of what we
are doing, making our instrumental values instruments of
those goal values.
At home I think this would mean calling a conference of
the top goal-value specialists, of all the different religious
denominations and sects, of all the specialists on all moral,
ethical, and religious philosophy, and also specialists, I
believe, in the philosophy of Western mathematical physics.
I think this job has to be done more by laymen, less by
officials. The most important thing, practically, that I would
advise would be that he pick some of om most experienced
diplomats of long career experience who know what it
means to be assigned to a foreign nation, to learn its value
system, and learn objectively what that set of values are.
Then I would advise him to create a Planning Board of the
State Department, maybe the equivalent of a State Department West Point, with cultural anthropologists. There is no
question that the Russians are doing this. These anthropologists would study a foreign nation objectively in the way a
career diplomat has to learn it through hard experience. In
the light of this, with our own ideals, om ultimate values
formulated by this first group and the objective cultural
situation formulated, say, by the Planning Board of the
State Department, then it would be possible to design a
foreign policy.
If there is one phrase I would like to pick out, it is the
"want to" in Professor Brogan's remarks. That is, he made
the point that anybody, any of the natives of any culture
whatever, can master any of these Western things if they
"want to." Now the heart of the matter is finding something
in their unconscious, what the anthropologists call their
"covert living law values" which if you appeal to them will
generate that want.
I would like to correct one thing, the idea of the "wedge
technique." In the first place I was told about that by an
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nominal. I don't think the Western world can afford to drag
behind them.
I would add that greater interest in the cultures of Asia
and Mrica should be encouraged by the government of the
United States. I was talking once to a Deputy Foreign
Minister of t:l;le Soviet Union- I forget his name now- but
they have about a half dozen of them. I was talking to one
of them and it transpired that he is an expert on Chinese
classics and has a whole staff of people under him. While
he is conducting his own political work he has a whole staff
un~er him h~lping him tra~slate into Russian the great
Chinese classics. Now I don t know how many people in
the central government in Washington are now engaged in
ti·anslating Chinese classics into English, or any other kind
of classics. Now that aspect of interest in the outside world
ought to be much more appreciated and encouraged by the
federal government.
I would add the question of books, talking about paperbound books in connection with our dear friend here. The
rest of the world is hungry for books, and I do not yet feel
that the English-speaking world understands how much devolves upon them at the present moment because English
today is the only lingua franca throughout the world. You
have no idea how much people depend upon English
throughout the world today. Well, here is a tremendous
opportunity that no language in history, not even Latin, had
before it so far as helping to disseminate culture ideas
science, and right attitudes was concerned. The r~sponsi~
bility upon English is immediate for the future, for the
indefinite future - so far as I can see - is simply enormous,
and I would call the attention of Washington to that fact.
Finally, I think that people in Mrica and in Asia certainly want to be told, "Look here, develop yourselves and
rul~ yourselves, and we will give you techniques, money,
assista~lCe, forms of government, and .all that sort of thing,
and Will find for you that covert core m your culture which
will stimulate you." They want all of that, but they want
more than that.
The Communists come to them and tell them all that, but
on top of that they give them a universal vision. They make
them members of an international fraternity in fellowship.
ow the man in Guinea certainly wants to develop his
country and to have a nationality. He doesn't want you to
interfere with his nationality, but he craves on top of that
to be a member of the human race, to have a universal
vision, to be a partner with you, and in fellowship with you.
The Russians come and give him Communism, and they
make him a member of the great international fraternity of
Communism.
What is it that is of a universal character like Communism with which you can appeal to these people? This
is a very important point in the present world, because this
world is one now. We all hear each other on the radio, we
know all about each other's habits, and we all want to enter
into communion with each other. The Russians give them
the opportunity of entering into spiritual communion with
them, not only to be independent, but to raise their standard of living.
All of that is of the essence, but on top of that there is
need for a universal message that will make these people
see that they are a part of the world, that they are throbbing with the rest of the world, taking responsibility with the
rest of the world, putting their shoulders with the rest of the
world, and a part of the world fellowship. Does the West
have a universal fellowship that it can offer the rest of the
world that could compare with and beat the Communist
universal fellowship? This is one of the deepest challenges
facing the Western world today.

Go~ernor.

and Mrs. Ri~i~of!- The Governor spent most of his
fiftteth btrthday at Tnmty s Convocation and entertained the
principals at a reception following the closing session.

Oriental. I wasn't thinking of it as Americans going into this
country and driving this wedge. That is, we have to devise
a foreign policy which will interest the native leaders and
have them ~ring forth the support of the people in terms of
what they live and value, not what we would like to have
them be, but what they are, with those leaders themselves
seeing this problem and working them out together.
Mr. Reston
Dr. Malik.
Professor Malik
Very briefly, and apart from touching upon specific areas
her~ and there in the world, just in general, as a general
policy, I would stress the following points.
I would give the utmost priority to education at the present moment. This, ~nd I may be wrong here, and there may
be. people who will completely disagree with me, but I
think sooner or later the federal government in this country
mu~t take a greater share and a greater interest in the education of. the country th~n it has been doing so far. Now
whether It can be done duectly both from Washington and
from the state, I don't know. I think government in the
future is going to be more and more bound to take an active
part in the furthering of education in this country. I would
therefore say that whatever governmental education expenditure is at the present moment should be multiplied in
the near future by a factor of at least five to really measure
up to the requirements of the moment.
I would furthermore say that the federal government
must promote and support theoretical research by a factor
of about ten over what it has been doing so far. This involves both actual sciences and the humanities, and not only
one or the other. I think it is most important that the basic
theoretical sciences be supported by the Western world
much more than they are supported now. If I am not mistaken, people with whom I have talked who have been to
Russia are all in one voice reporting that the emphasis upon
research, theoretical research, in Russia is absolutely phe-

Mr. Reston
Bishop Lilje.
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Bishop Lilje
There isn't much more to be said by me. If I may take up
the three-fold lead given at the beginning of these 1·emarks
by Professor Rostow, I would have to say in the first place
that I would not take it upon me to tell the President of the
United States anything about the internal situation. I would
say, "Boss, it is yom job."

to this reality, that if the situation in Berlin is changed without any visible step forward, it would be a political loss so
far as we can see, not only to Germany but to Europe, and
maybe to the political situation of the world.
If you ask me what new things could b e done, I don't
know. All I can say again is fhmness is the only way to
show strength. I might add, I hasten to add, that tl1ere is no
living German in his senses who is not aware of the fact
that this can only be done by peaceful means. I can vouchsafe tl1at there is no German to speak of in his senses who
recommends going to war for this. Knowing about this is
one thing. Right now a b·agedy of the first water is going on.
In tl1e Soviet zone of Germany with the crushing of the free
farmers we have a tragedy of the first water exercised by
applying brutal force in a case where simple human dignity
should p ermit these people to do what they think is fit, not
to be forced into collectivism.
Also, I would like to see - I am looking for a very modest
and humble way of expressing myself- a vision livi11g up to
the challenge of Communism. I hope I express myself
clearly, even in my limited command of the English language. I do not say anything along the lines of military
enterprises. Living up to th e challenge of Communism
means doing as much for education as was suggested and is
being done over there; it means clarity of purpose in that
sense of universality. \;vhy is tl1e West so slow when it
comes to all that?
Whosoever has b·aveled in India, Asia, and Africa, feels
the ability of the Russians to visualize the possibilities which
are in tl1e situation. To take tl1e lead and not only to be
pushed by th e stress of Soviet politics would be an excellent thing. It takes a lot to take the lead in a historically
difficult situation. There are many presuppositions which
must be fulfilled, especially as far as tl1e foundations for all
tl1at go.

Mr. Reston
Well, could you tell him how to free Berlin and unify
Germany?
Bishop Lilje
I have it in my point three. I knew that you would say
that. If you will permit me, with the permission of the chairman, I might give point two before I give point three. Point
two has to do with the problem of the unity of the West. All
I could say in this context would be a repetition of what I
said a while ago, that I would hope that the President of the
United States would accept the leadership, the spiritual,
intellectual and political leadership. That would require a
great deal of patience, a great deal of firmness, and a great
deal of vision.
I had in mind to say a few things that Dr. Malik said. I
won't repeat them. To inspire into the Western comity of
nations not only the sense of some sort of political expedience or mere defense, but the sense of a certain mission, do
we have to stand for something, or don't we? I mentioned
earlier that what we mean by freedom should be rethought,
and a great deal of all these requirements which have been
offered here will come into a complete rediscovery of the
vision of freedom and what that means in the modern world,
and many other things, including this sense of a universal
approach to the world today, a responsibility which all of us
share if it comes to the different problems we have.
In this context I might say that I feel this imagination
must be a very realistic one, and that at this point depth of
conviction and sobriety of realistic judgment must go together. I give an illustration. I had the privilege a few years
ago to have a long talk with the Prime Minister and leader
of Egypt, Mr. Nasser. It was just at the time he had notreceived what he had hoped for by way of financial assistance
for his famous Aswan Dam. I was under the impression at
that time that it would have been far-sighted and helpful ,
in more than one way, not to speak to the wrong type of
principle in this context, but to do something positive and
help .
In the whole problem of underdeveloped counb·ies there
are so many things which must be considered at the same
time, not only the financial aspect, but tmderstanding the
people, and then to know and to take the long view in these
decisions. All that includes that we really b·y to learn as
much about each other as we can. I will not say whether
that includes Greek or not. My Greek would be sufficient
for that, but I would not say that other people should do it
that way. What I mean is, I am in full agreement with what
these gentlemen suggested, namely that there should be as
much real1.-nowledge of the other, learning about the innermost motives and the way he would react.
Point three has to do with the Russians, and that leads
up to Berlin, of comse. I would not think that I would have
to tell tl1e President of the United States much about tl1e
Russians. If he would ask me, I would say, "Sir, be careful
not to give away anything unless you know what you are
getting in return. Don't just go in for concessions which
have no realistic outcome."
But in the case of Berlin I would admit that it is a very
difficult proposition. All I know is that the reaction in Germany would be, very simply, a two-fold one. One is, we are
certain, and tl1is may be I?rejudice or because we are close

Mr. Reston
Thank you Bishop Lilje. D ean Bundy, the President has
a date in a few minutes, but please recite.
Dean Bundy
He has also had a very busy afternoon. I would tell him
to listen to 1r. Rostow on the budget and on arms conb·ol,
to Dr. Malik on education and on the sense in which we are
all inter-connected in a smaller world. If he wants more on
that, h e should certainly listen to Bishop Lilje, but I hope
he will have listened with particular closeness to what the
Bishop said about Berlin.
If I may anticipate Mr. Brogan, I hope that he will go
after the rights of the Negro in tllis counb·y to get them
more quickly and clearly established ilian leadership has
tried to do in recent years. I would say to the President that
he should listen to Mr. Norilirop as to the ends, but not, if
I may speak for a moment as a political scientist, as to the
means. The final goal values of tllis society, I would venture
to say to him, would not be established by a commission of
leading experts on goal values. I would say to him that that
was his job, and that the President of the United States is,
by his position , required to be the exponent and symbol of
what the society stands for. I would say to him tl1at in my
judgment this was ilie great b·adition of the office and not
so very difficult for him.
I would say to him that although there is great complexity in the historic and philosophical b·adition of this country,
and great difference of opinion lmking even beneath the
surface in this panel here as to what it came from and
what it really is, there is, neverilieless, a high measme of
agreement as to what is really meant in working terms today
by freedom, by decency, by faith in what the good life for
men and for ilieir counb·y is.
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I would suggest to him that he has reason to act with
hope: that there is still a great reservoiT of expectation of
what his country can be and do abroad; that OUT fraternity
with many countries can be real; that OUT shared values can
be great; that this has been shown in the past in many and
many a case, the resistance to the Nazis, the good neighbor
policy in South America, the Marshall Plan, the image of
this as a place to which men might come who wish to be
free; that there is also a reservoir at home; that the country
does not resist government or leadership; that it is not entirely made up of people who are concerned only with their
own specialty; that convictions and the will to assert them
exist even in universities.
I would say to him finally that if he does some of the
things which he has been asked to do by the members of
this panel, he will not have a problem about ideals. I would
say to him that he might, if he is not an absolutist in his
own convictions, take comfort from Justice Holmes who
said, "Man is a predestined idealist, for he is born to act.
To act is to affirm the worth of an end. Persistently to affum the worth of an end is to erect an ideal!" I would say to
him, "Mr. President, that is your job."

nation was, in fact, launched committed to a doctrine. I
would remind him that the great seal of the United States
bears the Latin inscription "Novus ordo seclorum" (New
order of the ages), and if he doesn't have the great seal
around, he will find it on the back of every dollar bill.
JAMES BARRETT RESTON
Gentlemen, on behalf of the audience I thank you very
kindly for what you have had to say. I would only add one
thing on my own behalf. It seems to me that one of the most
important things of all is to bring the intellectual community
and the political community of this counby together. I am
all the more sUTe of that after listening to this panel tonight.
Mr. Chairman, that is all from this side.
GEORGE BRINTO

COOPER

Thank you very much Mr. Reston and distinguished
members of the panel. Those of you who submitted yoUT
questions in writing have doubtless recognized that under
the skillful hand of Mr. Reston many of them were woven
into his cross-examination of the panel, and I hope you will
consider them answered.
I would fust of all like to thank the distinguished members of the panel and Mr. Reston for their great conb·ibution
to the intellectual life of Trinity College today, and to Mr.
Brainard and to Mr. Enders and to the Trinity College Associates.
As you can well guess, it was not easy to captrne these
lions and, particularly, to get them into a cage on the same
night. I want to pay particular b·ibute to the Executive Director of the 1960 Convocation who added to his already
distinguished achievement as bibliophile and librarian by
acting as the organizer, both mechanical and intellectual,
helping to choose the speakers and to assign the topics, and
also by acting as a kind of choreographer this evening. I
refer to Mr. Donald B. Engley. I now declare the 1960
Convocation adjourned.

Mr. Reston
Professor Brogan.
Professor Brogan
I would take up very little of the President's time. I
would do two things. I would ask him to do something, and
I would remind him of something.
The thing I would especially ask him to do is to try torestore to this country the idea of excellence, that certain
things are better than others, not cheaper or dearer, not
commoner or scarcer. That he can do by example, better
than by preaching, and I think it needs to be done.
Secondly, I would remind him of something that Professor Rostow has already reminded him of, and Dean Bundy
has just reminded him of, of the immense remaining prestige of the American political ideal in the world, that this

Closing session: Mr. Reston at the podium
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'TRINITY COLLEGE NEWS
ALLEN NORTHEY JONES HALL

$500,000

Trinity's newest dormitory was named Allen Northey
Jones Hall in a simple ceremony Friday, June 10, in memory of the late Allen orthey Jones '16, A.B., M.A., LL.D.
In naming the hall President Albert C. Jacobs said iu
part: "The Trustees took the action ( to name the dormitory
in memory of Mr. Jones ) not only because of Northey's farsighted vision in resp ect to recognizing the essential need
for this dormitory if Trinity were effectively to house the
splendid young men studying at the College, but also because of the dedicated and successful efforts which he took
shortly after its consb·uction to reduce tlw College's financial obligations incurred in its erection.
"But far more important, the Trustees acted as they did
because of what Northey was, of what he did, and of what
he stood for .... Alma Mater can never repay the debt she
owes this illusb·ious son ... .
"Till the end of time the name of Allen Northey Jones
will live in the hearts of Trinity men. His hfe was a livin~
example of the motto of his College, Pro ecclesia et patria. '

Trinity College has received an anonymous gift of $500,
000 toward the erection of a Fine Arts Center.
"It is a challenge gift," said Dr. Jacobs in making the
announcement to the Board of Trustees at their June meeting. "In order to qualify for this gift the College must raise
the additional $1,000,000 it will cost to erect the Fine Arts
Center. This $500,000 will be used for the theater in the
Center," he said.
"We are very grateful to the generous donor for spurring
the College to attain one of its long-hoped-for goals. The
completion of such a center will make even stronger our
bonds with the Greater Hartford community."
President Jacobs informed alumni, parents, faculty and
friends gathered at the Alumni Luncheon Saturday that
the College would continue to seek funds for a Mathematics-Physics Building, another of the College's major
goals. "Trinity cannot and will not continue to permit its
outstanding departments of Mathematics and Physics to be
so inadequately housed. If, in the words of Mr. ewton C.
Brainard, Trinity's Senior Trustee, the College is to be 'the
best college of 1,000 students in the country,' then we must
give concrete expression of our awareness of the importance
of mathematics and physics in the world in which we live.
Trinity will work dete1minedly to raise the $1500 000
needed for these departments."
'
'
He sb·essed further that the College is not embarking on
a $2,500,000 "Program of Progress," on another general
capital campaign. It is planned to raise the money for these
two buildings from a very limited number of prospective
donors. "We will start immediately," he concluded, "and
hope these buildings will be a reality by 1962."

TRANSITION TO CoLLEGE PLAN
Dr. Robert M. Vogel, Dean of Graduate Studies and
Director of the Summer Session, unveiled a unique exp eriment in summer school studies when he announced the
"Transition to College Plan."
Already acclaimed in the nation's press as "a significant
step forward," the Plan will allow rising seniors of secondary schools to take freshman courses in Trinity's Summer
Session, receiving college credit.
The program, says Dean Vogel, is designed to offer increasing motivation to the talented secondary school pupil,
and to "bridge the gap between senior high school and
freshmen college courses." The experiment is receiving
financial support from The Fund for the Advancement of
Education. The Plan at Trinity will serve as a model for
other colleges throughout the counb·y in future years .
High school studen ts who qualify for the study will be
fully integrated into the college community. They will live
on campus, and their instructors will not be aware that they
are "special" students. Enrollment in selected courses will
be carefully controlled to insure that the high school student remains in a strong minority. They will be limited to
enrollment in one full-year course or two half-year courses
this summer session which opens June 27.
Last summer 16 local high school students were enrolled
in a pilot program, and on the basis of th eir success over
50 will be enroll ed this summer. They will b e drawn from
Connecticut, Rhode Island and Massachusetts.

Alumni and Parents Funds Set Records
Reports as of june 28
ALUM I FU D
Received
Goal

$107,428
105,000

PARENTS FU D
Received
Goal

$ 37,254
30,000

GIFT TOWARDS FI E ARTS CENTER

HAROLD JOH LOCKWOOD 1890-1960
It is with deep sorrow that we announce tl1e death of
Professor Harold John Lockwood April15. He was Hallden
Professor of Engineering and had served as chairman of
the department since he came to Trinity in 1943. A full
story of his life and service to the College will be carried
in the next issue of the Alumni Magazine.
NECROLOGY
MURRAY HART COGGESHALL, 1896-June 5, 1960
SANFORD IRVI G BENTON, I897-August 16, 1959
WILLIAM CURTIS WHITE, 1897-March 25, 1960
BURDETTE CRA E MAERCKLEIN, 1906-Nov. 21, 1959
CHARLES EUGENE MORHOW, 1909-March 9, 1960
ALEXANDER KEITH DAVIS, 1911-September 1, 1958
AAMAN COHEN, 1913-November 29, 1959
ALBERT HAITHW AITE JH.., 1913-March 18, 1960
KEN ETH WELLS BOYNTO , 1914-June 5, 1960
THOMAS FRA CIS McCUE, 1915-August 5, 1959
ALBERT WILLIAM DUY JR., 1916-June 5, 1960
HOBERT ALEXANDEH BHOWN JR. , 1916-Sept. 24, 1959
MEHLE STEPHE S MYERS, 1922-December 4, 1959
ALLEN AVON WHITE, 1923-0ctober 1, 1959
WALTEH PATH.ICK JENNINGS, 1926-February 5, 1960
WALES SCRIB ER DIXON, 1927-January 14, 1960
PUT AM HUNTI GTO BHOWNE, 1927-April10, 1960
FHEDEH.ICK EMERSON CHEAMER, 1928-March 21, 1960
HANS CHHISTIAN OWEN JR. , 1930-January 2, 1960
ABRAHAM HACKMA , 1930-March 17, 1960
JAMES OAKLEY CARSON JR., 1932-December 26, 1959
LEONARD A THONY HUGGIERO, 1937-May 8, 1959
THOMAS NEELY CARRUTHERS, Hon. '12-June 12, 1960
FRA K GAHDNEH MOO HE . Hon. 1921- ovember, 1955
CHH.ISTIAN WILLIAM PETERSON. M.A. '40-Sept. 18. 1959
SADIE H.ICE CHAFFEE, M.A. 1953-September 12, 1959

Dean & Mrs. Robert M. Vogel
65 Vernon St.
Ha!:tf'ord, Co~n.

Reunion and Commencement Highlights
Eigenbrodt Trophy
Dr. John B. Barnwell '17
Board of Fellows Bowl
Class of 1910
Jerome Kahn Award
Class of 1910
Alumni Medals for Excellence
Kenneth B. Case '13
John H . Pratt '17
Thomas B. Myers '08
Dr. Robert G. Reynolds '22
President Alumni Association
Glover Johnson '22
Alumni Trustee
Barclay Shaw '35
Valedictorian
Ying-Yeung Yam , Connecticut, B.S.
Salutatorian
William Paterson, Illinois, B.S.
Class Day Speaker
Fred C. Scribner
Undersecretary of th e avy
McCook Trophy
William deColigny, Virginia, B.A.
Class of 1935 Football Award
Robert G. Johnson, Connecticut, B.A.
Football Schedule 1960
Williams
Home
September 24
St. Lawrence
Away
October 1
Tufts
Away
October 8
Colby
Away
October 15
Franklin & Marshall
Home
October 22
Parents Weekend
Dedication of Student Center
Coast Guard
Home
October 29
Amherst
Home
NovemberS
Homecoming
Wesleyan
Away
November 12

Honorary Degrees
, The Rt. Rev. Arthm Lichtenberger, S.T.D.
Presiding Bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church
in the UnHed States of America
Baccalaureate Preacher
Dr. Leonard Carmichael, Sc.D.
Secretary, Smjthsonian Institution
Commencement Speaker
John B. Byrne, LL.D.
Chairman, Executive Committee
The Connecticut Bank & Trust Company
Glover Johnson '22, LL.D.
Member 1 ew York law firm , White & Case
Dr. Rainsford Mowlem, Sc.D.
President, International College of Plastic Surgeons
London, England
Stuart T. Saunders, LL.D. .
President, lorfolk and Western Railway
Dr. L eslie R. Severinghaus, L.H.D .
H eadmaster, Haverford School
The Rev. William J. Wolf '40, S.T .D.
Professor, Episcopal Theological School
Commencement Baseball:
Friday:
Trinity 6 Wesleyan 3
Saturday: Trinity 8 Wesleyan 3
( l l innings)
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H ave you returned
the questionnaire for
the new Alumni Directory?
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